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CONSOLIDATED LISTING OF RECENT OFFICIAL GAZETTE NOTICES 
RE PATENT OFFICE PRACTICES AND PROCEDURES 


The following is a compilation of the more important notices 
and rules changes which have been published in the OrriciaL 
Gazette from July 1, 1964 through December 31, 1971. These 
notices and rules changes are currently in effect and are pub- 
lished as a part of our “Better Service to the Public” program. 
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INFORMATION AND CORRESPONDENCE 


(1) INFORMATION RE APPLICATION STATUS 


In view of the relatively long pendency of patent applica- 
tions at the present time, the final disposition of which may, 
in some cases, be of substantial importance to the public in 
general or, at least, to persons other than the applicants, it 
has been decided effective immediately to advise any person 
who makes written request for information as to the status 
of a United States application referred to by number in a 
foreign patent, which patent is identified in the request, 
whether the application is pending, abandoned or patented 
and, if patented, what the patent number is. The former prac- 
tice of giving similar information with respect to an appli- 
cation referred to by number in a United States patent (Man- 
ual of Patent Examining Procedure, section 102) will be con- 
tinued. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patente. 


(809 0.G. 1293] 


Dee. 11, 1964. 





(2) TELEPHONE NUMBERS ON OFFICE ACTIONS 


Effective immediately, the full surname of the Examiner 
who prepares the Office action will, in all cases, be typed 
below the action on the left side. The BDxaminer’s telephone 
number will be typed below his name. This number should be 
called if the case is to be discussed or an interview arranged. 

The Notice of December 10, 1964, 810 0.G. 808, and Change 
Notice 2-15 are rescinded. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Apr. 5, 1965. Superintendent, Patent Examining Corps. 
[813 .0.G, 1099) 
—_—_——E 

(3) EXPEDITING PaPeRs RELATING TO APPEALS 


In order to expedite the handling and processing of all 
papers relating to appeals, it is essential that all such docu- 
ments include the Group Number to which the application is 
assigned, as well as the Appeal Number and Serial Number, 


EDWIN L, REYNOLDS, 
First Assistant Commissioner. 


[815 0.G, 417] 


May 8, 1965. 


(4) STatTus INQUIRIES 


Telephone inquiries regarding the status of applications 
should be directed to the group clerical personnel and not to 
the examiners. Inasmuch as the official records and appiica- 
tions are located in the clerical section of the Examining 
Groups, the clerical personnel can readily provide status 
information without contacting the examiners. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[819 0.G, 444] 


Sept. 22, 1965. 





TELEPHONE NUMBERS ON AMENDMENTS 
AND OTHER PAPERS 


(5) 


In view of the increased use of telephone interviews regard- 
ing matter which can be readily cleared up by a telephone 
call to applicant or his representative, it is again recom- 
mended that amendments and other papers, such as letters 
of transmittal, include the complete telephone number with 
area code and extension, preferably near the signature of the 
writer. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Mar, 11, 1966. Assistant Commissioner. 
[825 0.G, 1] 
(6) ZIP Cope REMINDER 


By Executive Memorandum of June 18, 1965, President 
Johnson directed all Federal Agencies to take the lead in 
adopting the ZIP Code system and instructed the Post- 
master General to issue regulations governing the use of 
ZIP Codes by such agencies. 

Pursuant to this directive, Section 137.26 has been added 
to the Postal Manual requiring compliance by Federal Agen- 
cies as follows: 


1. Effective January 1, 1966, official mailings containing 
typed or handwritten addresses must include the ZIP 
Code. 

2. Effective January 1, 1967, all Federal Agencies must 
use the ZIP Code in the addresses on all official mail 
and are required to presort quantity mailings by ZIP 
code. 


TO THIS END, ALL FUTURE LETTERS, COUPONS, AND 
OTHER PAPERS BEARING THE SENDER’S ADDRESS 
WHICH ARE MAILED TO THE PATENT OFFICE MUST 
SHOW THE ZIP CODE. DESIGNATION OF BOTH THE 
SENDER AND THE PATENT OFFICE, 

The Patent Office ZIP Code is 20281. This designation 
should be used when writing to the Patent Office for any 
matter. In addition, the sender's own ZIP Code designation 
should be given. The benefits to be gained by the im- 
mediate use of ZIP Code are many: positive identification 
of areas; faster delivery of mail by reducing the number 
of handlings from point of origin to destination; and easier 
identification of post office address. 

Cc. A. KALK, 
Director of Administration. 


[825 0.G, 428] 


Mar. 22, 1966. 





(7) HAND DELIVERY OF DUPLICATE CoPY or 


PaPeRs BY ATTORNEY 


The Notice appearing in 883 0.G. 1 is hereby superseded, 
The practice set out in the above notice is extended as follows : 

In further implementation of the Notice in 820 0.G. 1755 
concerning discontinuation of the practice of hand delivery 
by attorneys or others of officially date stamped papers, it is 
directed that prompt consideration and appropriate action be 
taken on the hand-delivered duplicate copy of such papers, 
which may include amendments, powers to inspect, requests 
for extension of time, etc. 
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The effect of such consideration and action should be com- 
municated to applicant or his representative at the earliest 
practicable time to clarify the status of the case. 

If requested, at the conclusion of an interview, it would be 
appropriate to indicate on the attorney’s copy and the Office 
duplicate copy any agreement reached and to initial and date 
both copies. 

Actual clerical entry of amendatory matter usually will re- 
quire the presence in the file of the original paper; however, 
pending receipt of the original, examiner and clerical proc. :s- 
ing of the application should proceed, based on the duplicate 
copy, as far as practicable in the circumstances of each case. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[834 0.G. 829 (See Item 79)] 


LR 


Dee. 21, 1966, 


(8) ATTACHMENTS TO OFFICE ACTIONS 


To expedite the preparation and mailing of certain Office 
actions, the following changes in practice are effective July 1, 
1967 : 

Where references are furnished, applicant’s copies of the 
Office action will be camera reproductions of the ribbon copy 
instead of the usual carbon copies. The list of reference cita- 
tions, heretofore typed directly on the action, will be on a 
separate form, Notice of References Cited, PO-892, attached 
to applicant's copies of the action. 

The manner of furnishing copies of the references remains 
unchanged. 

About Aug. 1, 1967, the use of attachments to the Office 
action will be extended to include notification of informalities 
in the application and drawings, Where applicable. Notice of 
Informal Patent Drawings, PO-948, and Notice of Informal 
Patent Applications, PO-152 (rev.) will be attached to the 
first action. 

The attachments will bear the same paper number and are 
to be considered as part of the action. 

Replies to Office actions should include the 3-digit Art Unit 
number to expedite handling within the Office. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


June 29, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[840 0.G. 711] 
—_—_—_—_—_—_————————— 
APPENDIX A 

(9) Pusiic INFORMATION APPENDIX—PaTEAr OFFICE 


A. Purpose. 

The purpose of this Appendix is to describe in general, the 
public information services of the Patent Office, to describe 
the places at which and the methods whereby the public may 
obtain information, make submissions or requests or obtain 
decisions, to inform the public as to the sources or availability 
of rules, regulations, procedures, forms, instructions, or other 
requirements of the Patent Office, which affect the public, and 
otherwise to comply with the requirements of Section 552 of 
Title 5, U.S.C. as amended by Public Law 90-23, June 5, 1967 
(81 Stat. 54). 


B, Public Information Services. 


(1) The Patent Office provides the public with a wide range 
of information relating to the organization, structure, descrip- 
tion, and functions of the Patent Office. This includes material 
published regularly on a weekly basis, such as the OrrictaL 
GazBTTE, and copies of the patents and trademark registra- 
tions identified therein. General information concerning the 
procedures for obtaining patents or registering trademarks, 
and for utilising the search rooms and Scientific Library of 
the Patent Office is readily available. 

(2) Publications of the Patent Office are listed in the cata- 
log of publications sold by the Superintendent of Documents, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 20402. 
They are also listed in the Introduction of the “Rules of Prac- 
tice of the United States Patent Office in Patent Cases,” and 
in the pamphlet “General Information Concerning Patents.” 
The Patent Office also publishes « circular “Patent Office Publt- 
cations,” which lists the available publications, and provides 
information as to price and source. These publications include : 


a. Annual Index of Patents. 
b. Decisions of the Commissioner of Patents. 
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¢. Manual of Patent Classification, and Classification 
bulletins. 

da. Patent Laws (pamphlet edition). 

e. Directory of Registered Patent Attorneys and Agents 
Arranged by States and Cities. 

f. Guide for Patent Draftsmen. 


(3) The Patent Office has an Office of Information Services 
where the public may obtain a list of current publications and 
general information concerning the functions and services of 
the Patent Office. Information relating to patents may be ob- 
tained from the Patent Reference Branch of_the Office of 
Patent Services, and information relating to trademarks may 
be obtained from the search room of the Trademark Examin- 
ing Operation. 


C. Guide to Published Rules and Regulations. 


(1) Patent Office rules of procedure, descriptions of forms, 
substantive rules of general applicability, and statements of 
general policy are published in the Federal Register. Rules are 
currently codified in Title 37, Chapter I, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations, and are also available in pamphlet form entitled 
“Rules of Practice of the United States Patent Office in Patent 
Cases” and “Trademark Rules of Practice of the Patent Office 
with Forms and Statutes,” each of which is for sale by the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Of- 
fice, Washington, D.C., 20402. 

(2) The Patent Office maintains also an administrative 
staff manual, entitled “Manual of Patent Examining Proce 
dure,” and an index thereto, for the general guidance of its 
staff and the public. The manual, with its index, as amended, 
changed, and supplemented from time to time, is available in 
the Patent Office (the Public Search Room and Library) for 
inspection and copying, and copies are for sale by the Superin- 
tendent of Documents, U.S, Government Printing Office, Wash- 
ington, D.C., 20402. 


D. Submission of Requests and Applications. 


The established places at which and the methods whereby 
the public may make requests concerning Patent Office func- 
tions, operations, and procedures are listed in Sections B and 
C of this Appendix. 


E. (Reserved). 


F. Inspection and Copying of Opinions and Orders. 


(1) Final opinions and orders in the adjudication of patent 
cases, statements of policy and interpretations, and other ma- 
terial required to be made available for public inspection and 
copying under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) (2) are made available for such 
purposes in the search room of tht Patent Reference Branch 
in the Main Commerce Buliding, 14th Street between Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue and Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C., 20281, readily accessible from the entrance on E Street 
near 14th Street. Instructions concerning the use of this facil- 
ity are contained in the introductory portion to the pamphlet 
edition of the Rules of Practice in Patent Cases, and the 
pamphlet “General Information Concerning Patents.” 

(2) Final opinions and orders in the adjudication of trade- 
mark cases, statements of policy and interpretations, and other 
material required to be made available for public inspection 
and copying under 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(2) are made available for 
such purposes in the search room of the Trademark Examining 
operation in the Longfellow Building, 1741 Rhode Island 
Avenue, NW.. Washington, D.C., 20231, from 8:00 a.m. to 
6:00 p.m. on workdays only. Instructions concerning trade- 
mark operations are contained in the pamphlet “General In- 
formation Concerning Trademarks.” 


G. Inspection of Bureau Recorde, 


(1) Applications for patents are required by law to be kept 
in confidence by the Patent Office and no information concern- 
ing such applications may be divulged by the Patent office 
without authority of the applicant or owner, unless necessary 
to carry out the provisions of any Act of Congress or in such 
special circumstances as may be determined by the Commis- 
sioner (85 U.S.C. 122). 

(2) Special situations are recognized by the regulations (87 
C.F.R. 1.11 and 1.14; Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, 
section 103), which prescribe the procedures to be followed in 
the opening of certain patent applications to inspection. 

(3) Assignment records, digests, and indexes (37 C.F-.R. 
—_ relating to patent applications are not available to the 
public. 
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(4) Pending trademark applications are not open to general 
inspection (37 C.F.R. 2.27). 

(5) The procedures for requesting records not disclosed to 
the public as part of the regular informational activities of 
the Patent Office, or not included in the material described in 
Section F, supra, or whose disclosure is not provided for or 
precluded by the regulations cited in paragraphs (1), (2), (3) 
and (4) of this section, are prescribed in 37 C.F.R, 1.15. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Date: Sept. 12, 1967. Commissioner of Patents. 


Published in $2 F.R. 13830, Oot. 4, 1967 
[848 0.G. 1567] 





(10) Post Carp RECEIPT REMINDER 


Applicants and their attorneys or agents are reminded of 
the provision in Section 717.01(a) of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure relating to the use of post cards as 
“receipts” of papers filed in the Patent Office. 

If a receipt for any paper filed in the Patent Office is de- 
sired, it may be had by enclosing with the paper a self- 
addressed post card identifying the paper. The Patent Office 
will stamp the receipt date on the card and place it in the 
outgoing mail. 

The identifying data on the card should be so complete as 
to match the paper with the application or other document 
to which it is to be associated. For example, the document 
should be identified by the applicant's name(s), Serial No., 
filing date, appeal number, interference number, etc., and the 
paper should be identified by specifying the type thereof, viz, 
affidavit, amendment, appeal, application papers, brief, draw- 
ings, fees, motions, supplemental oath or declaration, peti- 
tion, etc, 

When papers for more than one document are filed under & 
single cover a return post card should be attached to the 
paper for each document for which a receipt is desired. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Nov. 21, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[857 0.G. 667] 
(11) OrFrice ACTION—First Pace FORM 


The printed form POL-—826 formerly used as the first page 
of the first Office action, 845 O.G. 1205, has been revised. 

The new form is now being attached to all Office actions up 
to and including final rejections. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Jan. 22, 1969, Assistant Commissioner. 
[859 0.G. 677] 
(12) OFFICIAL PATENT OFFICE MAILING ADDRESS 


REMAINS WaSHINGTON, D.C. 


The official mailing >4dress for all communications sent to 
the Patent Office remains : 


Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Any telegrams sent to the Patent Office must also bear the 
above identical address. ’ 

The physical location of the Patent Office is 2021 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Arlington, Virginia. This address must not 
be used when addressing mail to the Patent Office. 

No reference to Crystal Plaza, Virginia, should be made 
im the address of any communication intended for delivery 
to the Patent Office by the Post Office Department or Western 
Unioa. 

Compliance with this instruction will help prevent any un- 
necessary delay in the delivery of mail, telegrams, ete. 


Cc. A. KALK, 
Director of Administration. 


[860 0.G. 662] 


Feb. 20, 1969. 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 
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(13) 


Beginning with this issue, first inventor entries in the 
utility patents section of the weekly List of Patentees will 
no longer carry the issue date. This information is redundant 
in the weekly issues of the OrriciaL GazeTTe and is dropped 
for that reason. The issue dates for all patents will appear, 
however, in the usual places in the 1969 Annual Index of 
Patents, Part I, List of Patentees. 


[864 0.G. 653, (July 15, 1969)] 


List OF PATENTEES 





(14) DIRECTORY OF REGISTERED PATENT ATTORNEYS 


AND AGENTS 


The Patent Office has recently published a new edition of 
the Directory of Registered Patent Attorneys and Agents 
Arranged by States and Countries. The new edition shows the 
addresses furnished to the Committee on Enrollment as of 
December 1968, of all attorneys, agents, and firms registered 
to practice before the Patent Office in patent cases, An added 
feature in the present edition is the use of a symbol to denote 
those registrants who are registered as patent agents. 

The publication is on sale by the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments, United States Government Printing Office, Washing- 
ton, D.C., 20402, for $1.50. 

BDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 





July 25, 1969. Chairman, Committee on Enrollment. 
[865 0.G. 668] 
(15) ORpeRs ror COPIps Of FOREIGN PATENTS AND/OR 


PUBLISHED APPLICATIONS 


Some foreign countries are not publishing their patents 
and/or applications in numerical order. Since the U.S, Patent 
Office will begin supplying orders for copies of these foreign 
documents from master microfilm reels made up on weekly 
or other periodic publishing sequences, effective immediately 
all orders must include the country, patent or application 
number, and the publication date (if known) of the ordered 
document, Reference should be made to Section 901 05(a) of 
the. Manual of Patent Examining Procedure to assist in deter- 
mining the publication date of the commonly encountered 
foreign patents and applications. 


W. R. ARMSTRONG, 


Aug. 21, 1969. Director, Office of Patent Services. 
[866 0.G. 685] 
——_ a 
‘ 
(16) Group NUMBER SHOULD APPEAR ON COMMUNICa- 


TIONS RELATING TO PENDING APPLICATIONS 


It is again requested that tne Group number be typed on 
amendments and other communications relating to pending 
applications in order to expedite the handling of mail and to 
conserve manpower. The number of the Group should be 
placed on the right-hand side, opposite the Serial Number or 
name of applicant. In view of the vast amount of mail, cen- 
tinued careful attention to these details will do much toward 
avoiding delay in handling of mail. 


Cc. A. KALK, 
Nov. 6, 1969. Director of Administration. 
[869 0.G. 845) 
AT 
(17) Doty OF INQUIRY BY APPLICANT 


Status letters have been used by applicants to check opera- 
tions of docketing systems, particularly to establish diligence 
if needed in support of petitions to revive abandoned appli- 
cations, Previous announcements in the OrriciaL GazeTTE 
(at 826 O.G. 372 and 844 0.G. 764) have sought to mitigate 
the burden on both the applicant and the Office. 

The duty of repeatedly checking the OrriciaL Gazerre for 
the oldest date for new cases has proved burdensome for appli- 
cants, attorneys, and agents; the inflow of status queries on 
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new cases has not appreciably decreased. Until further notice, 
in new applications, the applicant will be considered to have 
exercised diligence in connection with a petition to revive an 
application abandoned for failure to respond to the initial 
Office action if inquiry as to the status of the application is 
received by the Patent Office within either one of the two 
following periods, whichever expires later : 


a, Twenty-one (21) months from the filing date of the 
application, or 

b. A reasonable period after the OrriciaL Gazerte indi- 
cates that the filing date of the oldest new case await- 
ing action in the group to which the application is 
assigned, is more recent than the filing date of the 
application. 

For amended cases, the applicant will be considered to have 
exercised diligence in connection with a petition to revive an 
application abandoned for failure to respond to a second or 
subsequent action if inquiry as to the status of the application 
is received by the Patent Office within six (6) months after 
the filing of a response to which no reply from the Patent 
Office has been received. 

The Notices at 826 0.G. 372 and 844 O.G. 764 are hereby 
superseded. 

When an application has been abandoned for an excessive 
period before the filing of a petition to revive, an appropriate 
terminal disclaimer may be required. 

Replies to inquiries regarding the status of both new and 
amended applications may be more expeditiously processed by 
the Patent Office if each inquiry is accompanied by a stamped 
return-addressed envelope. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 


Dec. 5, 1969. Commissioner of Patents. 
[869 0.G. 1031} 
a 

(18) TRANSMITTAL FORMS 


As a convenience to attorneys and to standardize process- 
ing, forms have been developed for use in transmitting (1) 
new applications (PO-1082) and (2) amendments adding 
claims (PO-1083). These forms were approved by a Notice 
appearing in the Federal Register, November 26, 1969, and 
are designated 37 CFR 3.51 and 3.52 (869 OG 1038). Attor- 
neys who desire to use these forms may obtain them without 
charge from the Correspondence and Mail Branch or the Re- 
ceptionist in Building 3 in Crystal Plaza. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Jan. 2, 1970. Assistant Commissioner. 
[870 0.G, 1040] 
(19) MICROFILM : PATENT NUMBER SEQUENCE 


CLASSIFICATION RECORD 


The Patent Office announces a new microfilm publication 
entitled Patent Number Sequence Classification Record. This 
official record lists the original and cross-reference classifica- 
tions together for each patent number, in patent number 
order. This sequence contrasts with that of the previously 
announced Cumulative Index to the Classification of Patents 
which lists patent numbers by classification, in separate files 
for original and cross-reference classifications. 

The Patent Number Sequence Classification Record com- 
prises all patents issued through April 29, 1969. The classifi- 
cation includes all reclassifications made effective through 
January 1, 1969. This publication, which is available only in 
microfilm form, includes patents, design patents, reissue de- 
sign patents, reissue patents, plant patents, defensive publica- 
tions, and patents issued from 1790 to 1836. Updates to this 
record will be announced periodically, as circumstances 
warrant. 

The Patent Number Sequence Classification Record com- 
prises 16 reels of 16 mm. roll microfilm which are offered for 
sale in three different ways. The complete record is catalogued 
as PB~188600 and sells for $70.00. The 7 reels comprising 
patents issued from numbers 2,225,518 (issued in 1940) to 
the end of the file are offered together for those who desire 
only more recent patents. This set is catalogued as PB-188617 
and sells for $35.00. Reels ordered individually or in sets 
other than the two mentioned above, sell for $6.00 apiece 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 
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and should be ordered using the catalogue number for each 
reel desired, as shown below : 


“at. No. Patent Nos. Included 
PB-188601 1— 276,927 
PB-188602 276,928— 539,569 
PB-188603 539,570— 797,464 
PB-188604 797 ,465-—-1,054,425 
PB-188605 2,054,426 1,311,703 
PB-—188606 1,311,704—1,568,108 
PB-188607 1,568,109—-1,811,776 
PB-—188608 1,811,777—2,015,447 
PB-188609 2,015,448-2,225,517 
PB-188610 2,225,518-—2,431,496 
PB-188611 2,431,497-2,628,945 
PB-188612 2,628,946—2,819,182 
PB-188613 2,819,183-3,011,059 
PB-188614 3,011,060—3,196,127 
PB-188615 3,196,128-3,377,086 
PB-—188616 3,377,087—3,441,959 


and Reissue Patents 1—26,557, Design 
Patents 1-—214,007, Plant Patents 
1-2,881 and all other categories 
mentioned in text above. 


Orders may be addressed to : 


CFSTI 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, Virginia 22151 


Payment should be made in the form of a check or money 
order payable to the National Bureau of Standards—CFSTI. 

Inquiries, comments or suggestions concerning this record 
may be directed to the U.S. Patent Office, Office of Organiza- 
tion and Systems Analysis, Washington, D.C, 20231. 


E. A. HURD, 
Director, Office of Organization and Systems Analysis. 
Jan. 15, 1970. 
{871 0.G, 2] 





(20) HAND DELIVERY OF PAPERS 

The notice of November 10, 1969 (869 0.G. 345), regarding 
Hand Delivery of Papers is modified as indicated below. 

The privilege of personal delivery of papers by applicants, 
their attorneys or agents to the Examining Groups is hereby 
extended to include any paper which relates to a pending 
application file. Under this procedure the paper will be date 
stamped with the Group stamp and made an official paper in 
the file, thereby avoiding the necessity of processing and for- 
warding to the Examining Group via the Mail Room. The 
approval and initials of the examiner will no longer be neces- 
sary for delivering papers directly to the Group. In those in- 
stances where an additional fee is required, the paper will be 
date stamped by the clerk, hand carried, together with the 
check or letter of authorization to charge a Deposit Account, 
to the Finance Branch for processing and then made an official 
paper in the file. 

This procedure will be re-evaluated after it has been in 
effect for a period of six months. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Sept. 8, 1970. Assistant Commissioner. 
{879 0.G. 667] 
(21) OFrFice ACTIONS 


Effective December 1, 1970, applicants or their attorney or 
agent will be provided with one carbon copy of all Office 
actions, and the provision of additional or other reproductions 
of the ribbon copy will be discontinued. 

Heretofore, the Office hae provided one or two copies of the 
examiner's action, depending upon the nature of the action. 
The practice of furnishing more than one copy will be dis- 
continued and, effective with the above change, the applicant 
will be furnished one copy of all examiner actions. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[880 0.G. 740} 


Oct. 21, 1970. 








JANUARY 4, 1972 


(22) IDENTIT:CATION FOR APPLICATION CORRESPONENCE 


The Office is continuing to experience difficulty in match- 
ing incoming papers with the corresponding application files. 
This applies especially to responses to Office Actions, powers 
of attorney, changes of address, status letters, requests for 
extensions of time, and petitions. 

A very necessary part of a complete identification of a pend- 
ing application is the three-digit Group or Art Unit number, 
e.g., 110 or 111. Frequently, the Group Art Unit number is 
entirely omitted, or there are errors in this number. In the 
latter situation the error often occurs as a result of the case 
having been reassigned within the Office, and the communica- 
tion is directed to an Examining Group other than that indi- 
cated in the most recent Office Action. 

Where the Group Art Unit number is entirely omitted, the 
routine operations of the Application Branch must be inter- 
rupted solely for the purpose of determining the location of 
the application so that the communication can be properly 
routed. Under these circumstances the efficiency of the Appli- 
cation Branch is impaired and the incoming paper is delayed 
in reaching its proper destination. Where such papers are 
not essential to compliance with a statutory period or time 
Mmit for response, they may be returned for completion to 
identify the location of the files. 

To assist the Office in expediting its business, it is requested 
that ALL papers relating to a pending application include 
the following information : 

1. Serial number (checked for accuracy), 

2. Group Art Unit number (copied from filing receipt or 
most recent Office Action), 

3. Filing date, 

4. Name of the Examiner who prepared the most recent 
Office Action, 

5. Title of the invention. 

To further reduce the burden on the Application Branch and 
the Examining Groups, it is also requested that the submis- 
sion of additional or supplemental papers on a newly filed ap- 
plication be deferred until a filing receipt has been received. 
In the same vein, it would be appreciated if the filing of addi- 
tional papers relating to an allowed application were referred 
until a notice of allowance (POL-—85) was received. 

If the above suggestions are adopted the processing of both 
new and allowed applications could proceed more efficiently 
and promptly through the Patent Office. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Mar. 5, 1971. Assistant Commissioner. 
[885 0.G. 2] 
(23) EARLY NOTIFICATION OF SERIAL NUMBER 


To ensure prompt notification of the receipt of newly filed 
application papers, self-addressed post cards will be date 
stamped and promptly returned to the sender by the Corre- 
spondence and Mail Division ~ 

If early notification of the serial number is also desired, an 
additional self-addressed post card should be submitted. Upon 
receipt of application papers with two return post cards, 
Correspondence and Mail Division will stamp both cards with 
the receipt date and return one card to the sender. The sec- 
ond card will be forwarded to the Application Branch where 
both the card and application papers will be stamped with a 
serial number and the card returned to the sender. 

The identifying data on the post card intended for evidence 
that the Patent Office has received a complete set of applica- 
tion papers should include applicant’s name(s) ; title of the 
invention ; number of pages of specification, claims, and sheets 
of drawing; whether oath or declaration used; and amount 
and manner of paying the fee. 

When more than one set of application papers is filed un- 
der one cover, a return post card should be attached to each 
set of papers for which a receipt is desired. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Mar. 10, 1971. Assistant Commissioner. 
[884 0.G. 970] 
(24) New DECLARATION FORM 


To f.cilitate electronic data input and to expedite process- 
ing of new patent applications, a new declaration form has 
been devised. 
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Single copies of the new form are available without charge 
for direct use or for reproduction purposes and may be picked 
up from the receptionist in Building No. 3 of the Patent Office 
at Crystal Plaza. Written requests for the form will be filled 
only if directed to the Commissioner of Patents, Office of 
Information Services, Washington, D.C., 20231. A stamped, 
self-addressed envelope must be enclosed. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[887 0.G. 1840] 


a 


May 28, 1971. 


(25) PATENT APPLICATION BRANCH SERVICE 


In order to expedite the processing of newly filed applica- 
tions, improve the efficiency of the Office, and assist in the 
effort to normally dispose of patent applications within 18 
months of their filing date, cooperation from the patent com- 
munity is solicited with respect to recent procedural modifi- 
cations. 

Prior to examination eoncerning patentability, patent appli- 
cations are now examined for compliance with formal require- 
ments, and actions are mailed requiring correction of stated 
informalities. Many inquiries have arisen concerning the effect 
of such actions. Since the actions concerning correction of 
informalities include the setting of a period for response, 
failure to respond within the period set results in abandon- 
ment of the application. 

Inquiries directed to the Application Branch, either in 
person or by telephone, concerning patent applications should 
not be made during the morning hours between 8:30 and 
10: 30. 

The letter of transmittal accompanying the filing of con- 
tinuing applications, particularly streamlined continuations 
and Rule 147 divisionals, should include such additional in- 
formation as the identification by serial number of the parent 
application, its status, and location in the Patent Office. The 
supplying of this information will permit the processing of 
these new applications more rapidly than at present. 

When a new application is filed with a request to transfer 
drawings under Rule 88, the application papers should include 
drawing prints to :nable the Application Branch to process 
the case before transfer of the formal drawings is effected. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[887 0.G. 1841] 


June 1, 1971. 


(26) 
Fiep COPIES WHEN Materia Is NOT AVAILABLE 
PHOTOCOPYING 


The previous practice of the Document Services Division 
in handling customer’s requests for certified copies of material 
not yet processed in the Application Division has been to 
return the order to the customer requesting him to reorder 
30 days after receipt of his Official Filing Receipt. 

In order to improve this procedure, as of August 2, 1971, 
all requests for certified copies of material that has not been 
processed in the Application Division and has not been placed 
on microfiche are processed in the following manner. 

1. Each order is given a control number. 

2. The customer is notified as follows : 


a. He will receive an acknowledgment of the receipt of 
his order. 

b. He will be given the assigned control number for ease 
of reference in case an inquiry is necessary. 

c. He will be informed that his order will be held in the 
Document Services Division until the copy can be re- 
produced from microfiche. No definite time can be given. 


3. An Advance Order File has been set up in the Service 
Unit of the Document Services Division and the microfiche is 
checked daily. 

For further service to its customers, the Document Services 
Division will furnish the Serial Number and Filing Date of 
the latest application available on microfiche for publication 
in the OrrictaL Gazerrs. 


New PROCEDURES FOR PROCESSING ORDERS FOR CERTI- 
FOR 


ROBERT J. RISH, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Aug. 2, 1971. 


[890 0.G.301] 
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(27) 


Tn aa effort to sharply reduce the volume and need for 
status inquiries, the past policy that diligence must be estab- 
lished by making timely status requests in connection with 
petitions to revive is hereby discontinued. 

When an application has been abandoned for an excessive 
period before the filing of a petition to revive, an appropriate 
terminal disclaimer may be required. It should also be recog- 
nized that a petition to revive must be accompanied by the 
proposed response unless it has been previously filed (Rule 
137). Also, under Rule 113, “Response to a final rejection 
or action must include cancellation of, or appeal from the 
rejection of, each claim so rejected and, if any claim stands 
allowed, compliance with any requirement or objection as 
to form.” 


STATUS INQUIRIES 


New Applications 


Current examining procedures now provide for the routine 
mailing from the Examining Groups of Form POL-—327 in 
every case of allowance of an application except where an 
Examiner's Amendment is promptly mailed. Thus, the sep- 
arate mailing of a Form POL-—327 or an Examiner’s Amend- 
ment in addition to a formal Notice of Allowance (POL-—85) 
in all allowed cases would seem to obviate the need for status 
inquiries even as a precautionary measure where the applicant 
may believe his new application may have been passed to 
issue on the first examination. However, as an exception, a 
status inquiry would be appropriate where a Notice of Al- 
lowance is not received within three months from receipt of 
either a Form POL—327 or an Examiner’s Amendment. 

Current examining procedures also aim to minimize the 
spread in dates among the various examiner dockets of each 
Art Unit and Group with respect to actions on new applica- 
tions, Accordingly, the dates of the “oldest new applications” 
appearing in the OrFiciaL GazeTTs are fairly reliable guides 
as to the expected time frames of when the Examiners reach 
the cases for action. 

Therefore, it should be rarely necessary to query the 
status of a new application. 


Amended Applications 


Amended cases are expected to be taken up by the examiner 
and an action completed within two months of the amendment 
date. Accordingly, a status inquiry is not in order after 
response by the attorney until five or six months have elapsed 
with no response from the Patent Office. A post card receipt 
for responses to Office actions, adequately and specifically 
identifying the papers filed, will be considered prima facie 
proof of receipt of such papers. Where such proof indicates 
the timely filing of a response, the submission of a copy of 
the post card with a copy of the response will ordinarily 
obviate the need for a petition to revive. Proof of receipt 
of a timely response to a final action will obviate the need 
for a petition to revive only if the response was in compliance 
with Rule 113. 

In General 


It is expected that this new policy will result in sharply 
reducing the number of status inquiries and permit the time 
now spent on them to be used in increasing Patent Office 
efficiency in other more essential areas. 

Such status inquiries as may be still necessary may be 
more expeditiously processed by the Patent Office if each 
inquiry includes the application Serial Number, filing date, 
name of the applicant, name of the Examiner who prepared 
the most recent Office action, and Group Art Unit (taken 
from the most recent Office communication) in addition to 
the last known status of the application, and is accompanied 
by a stamped return-addressed envelope. Telephone inquiries 
regarding the status of applications should be directed to 
the group clerical personnel and not to the examiners, Inas- 
much as the official records and applications are located in 
the clerical secticn of the Examining Groups, the clerical 
personnel can readily provide status information without 
consulting the examiners. 

Status replies will be made by the Patent Office clerical 
support force and will only indicate whether the application 
is awaiting action by the Examiner or the applicant's response 
to an Office action. In the latter instance the mailing date 
of the Office action will also be given. 
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The Notices of Dec. 5, 1969 (869 O.G. 1031) and Sept. 22, 
1965 (819 O.G. 444) are hereby superseded. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Nov. 24, 1971. Assistant Commissioner of Patents. 
[893 0.G. 810] 
a 

(28) NEW APPLICATION PROCESSING 


Because of the delays in processing newly filed applications 
and the various problems attendant with those delays, a tem- 
porary Parallel Application Branch has been established. 

This unit is processing all new applications filed after 
Oct. 27, 1971, and will be mailing application filing receipts 
within one month of the application filing date. The regular 
Application Branch will continue to operate and process the 
inventory of new applications and papers received through 
Oct. 27, 1971. 

As a result of this arrangement, applicants may receive 
filing receipts on applications filed after Oct. 27, 1971, prior 
to receiving filing receipts on applications filed before that 
date. 

The temporary Application Branch will continue opera- 
tions until the regular Application Branch has disposed of 
its inventory of unprocessed applications. At that time, ap- 
proximately Apr. 1, 1972, it is planned to resume all process- 
ing of newly filed applications in tire regular branch by im- 
proved methods designed to keep the flow of applications 
moving on a current basis. 

As previously, all applications received by the Patent Office 
will be microfilmed for record and reproduction purposes. 
The temporary operation of two application branches will 
effectively double the output of processed applications and 
will place excessive demands on cux ‘‘in-house’’ microfilming 
capabilities. Accordingly, the applications being processed in 
the regular Application Branch will be microfilmed using 
facilities outside the Patent Office. As a result, these appli- 
cations will be unavailable for approximately a two week 
period while they are being microfilmed. Consequently, the 
filling of requests for copies of these applications may be 
somewhat delayed. 

However, all application copy requests which are submitted 
subsequent to two weeks after mailing of the filing receipt 
will be promptly filled. Copies requested at the time of filing 
the application will be mailed within two weeks after the 
mailing of the filing receipt. 

All mailed inquiries concerning requests for application 
copies should be addressed to the : 


Commissioner of Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Attn: Customer Relations Branch 


Telephone and in-person inquiries concerning copy requests 
should be directed to the Customer Relations Desk (7038) 
557-2003 which is located sdjacent the Public Search Room, 
Crystal Plaza, 2021 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, Va. 

All other inquiries about applications undergoing Appli- 
cation Branch processing should be addressed or directed in 
the usual manner. 

ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 


Nov. 22, 1971. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[893 0.G. 807] 
_——— 

(29) PATENTED FILEs SERVICE 


Delays have frequently been experienced in receiving files 
and other papers ordered from the Federal Records Center at 
Suitland, Md. To provide better service in this respect, the 
Patent Office has initiated its own pick up and delivery serv- 
ice to and from the storage facility. Customer orders are now 
normally filled within two days. 

Orders for files may be placed at the Attorneys and Record 
Room Desk, Building 4, Room 1D01. There is no cherge for 
this service. 

ROBERT GOTTSCHALE. 
Acting Commissioner of Patents. 


[893 0.G. 807] 


Nov. 26, 1971. 


a 


January 4, 1972 


(30) PuBLic Recorps CERTIFICATION DESK 


The certification desk, located in Crystal Plaza in the 
Attorneys and Record Room, Building 4, Room 1D01, pro- 
vides “on-the-spot” certifying service. This desk handles 
walk-in requests for certified copies of file wrappers, patented 
applications, patents, and selected papers from patented ap- 
plication files. The usual fee for this service ($1.00 per cer- 
tification) may be applied at this location in the form of a 
paid cash order form, obtainable at the Cashier's Office ad- 
jacent the lobby of Building #2. 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 





Nov. 26, 1971. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[893 9.G. 810] 
(31) CusToMEeR RELATIONS CENTER 


A Customer Relations Center, located in Crystal Plaza 
adjacent to the Public Search Room, Building 4, Rooms A102 
and A103, has been established to provide a central customer 
complaint and inquiry service. The Center is staffed with six 
highly experienced employees who vrocess inquiries concern- 
ing copies of U.S. patent documents previously ordered but 
not received. This Center handles not only walk-in but tele- 
phonic, and written requests for assistance as well. In addi- 
tion to improving customer relations, this service is intended 
to relieve the primary customer service areas (Patent Copy 
Sales, Document Services, and Reference Order Branch), and 
Patent Office officials, or interruptions and irregular demands 
on their time. 

The telephone number for this service is (703) 557-2003. 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 





Nov. 26, 1971. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[893 0.G. 807] 
(32) ACCESS TO PATENT APPLICATION AND 


INTERFERENCE FILES 


In order to insure that access to patent application and 
interference files is given only to persons who are entitled 
thereto or who are specially authorized to have access under 
Rule 14 of the Rules of Practice in Patent Cases, and to insure 
also that the file record identifies any such specially author- 
ized person who has been given access to a file, the following 
practice will be observed by all personnel of the Patent Office : 


1. Access, as provided for in the Rules of Practice, will 
be given on oral request to any applicant, patentee, as- 
signee, or attorney or agent of record in an application 
or patent only upon proof of identity or upon recogni- 
tion based on personal acquaintance. 

2. Where a power of attorney or authorization of agent 
was given to a registered firm prior to July 2, 1971, 
access will be given upon oral request as in paragraph 
1 above to any registered member or employee of the 
firm who has signatory power for the firm. 

3. Unregistered employees of attorneys or agents, public 
stenographers, and all other persons not within the pro- 
visions of paragraphs 1 and 2 above will be given 
access only upon presentation of a written authorization 
for access signed by a person specified in paragraph 1 
above, which authorization will be entered as a part 
of the official file. 

ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 





Nov. 24, 1971. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[893 0.G. 810] 
RECORDS AND FILES 
(33) ACCESSIBILITY OF ASSIGNMENT RECORDS 


In view of a number of inquires as to the manner in which 
Rule 1.12 of the Patent Office Rules of Practice, as amended 
August 28, 1965 (819 0.G. 448) is to be applied, the pro- 
cedure which it is planned to follow in certain types of cases 
is set forth below. 

1, Assignments relating to applications for registration of 
trademarks will be open to public inspection as heretofore. 
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2. The Office will not open certain parts only of an assign- 
ment document to public inspection. If such a document 
contains two or more items, any one of which, if alone, would 
be open to such inspection, then the entire document will be 
open. Thus, if an assignment covers either a trademark or a 
patent in addition to one or more patent applications, it will 
be available to the public ab initio; and if it covers a number 
of patent applications, it will be so availabie as soon as any 
one of them is patented. Assignments relating only to one 
or more pending applications for patent will not be open to 
public inspection. 

8. If the application on which a patent was granted is a 
division or continuation of an earlier case, the assignment 
records of that case will be open to public inspection ; similar 
situations involving continuation in part applications will be 
considered on their individual merits. 

4. Assignment records relating te reissue applications will 
be open to public inspection. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 


Dee. 15, 1965. Commissioner. 
{822 0.G. 769] 
 ——_—_—_—_ 

(34) NoTiricaTion RE: CONFLICT IN ASSIGNMENT IN 


CERTAIN APPLICATIONS 


Effective September 12, 1966, Assignment Branch will dis- 
continue mailing notification in cases where there is a conflict 
in assignment between an original application and its divi- 
sional, continuation, substitute, or continuation-in-part appli- 
cation. 

Assignments from original applications are applied without 
charge ONLY to divisional, continuation, or substitute appli- 
cations where the date of the assignment is prior to the filing 
date of the later-filed application. (Continuation-in-part 
applications require separate assignments if they are to be 
issued to the assignee.) 

Practitioners are reminded of the provisions of Rule 834. 
Uniess an assignment is filed at or prior to the date of pay- 
ment of the issue fee, the patent will normally be issued in 
the name of the inventor. 

Section 306 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedures 
will be amended appropriately. 

W. R. ARMSTRONG, 
Director, Office of Patent Services. 
Concurred : 
(signed) R. A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[830 0.G. 442 (Sept. 12, 1966) ] 





(35) RECORDING OF INSTRUMENTS 


Effective April 1, 1967, the Patent Office will accept and 
record legible certified copies of original assignments or other 
instruments. 

The certified copy, if not in the English language, will not 
be recorded unless accompanied by a translation signed by 
the translator. 

Certification shall be to the fact that the instrument sub- 
mitted is a true copy of the original and shall be made by a 
notary public or, if in a foreign country, by a consular officer 
of the United States or an officer authorized to administer 
oaths and authenticated by « consular officer of the United. 
States. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Mar. 3, 1967. Aesistant Commissioner. 
{886 O.G. 1111] 
—_——— 
(36) Puslic Search Room 


Due to budget and personnel limitations which took effect 
on July 1, 1968, it has become necessary to adopt measures 
that are consistent with these limitations and that will per- 
mit continuance of Patent Office activities and facilities 
without curtailing their use to the public. Among these 
reeasures is the service of returning to the files those patent 
bundles used by the attorneys and the general public in the 
Public Search Room. 

Beginning August 19, 1968, in order that free access to 
the stacks may be maintained, persons drawing patent bundles 
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from the search files will be expected to return them to the 
file slots from which they were withdrawn. 

This will enable the personnel in the Public Search Room 
to concentrate their time and efforts on the necessary up- 
dating and storage maintenance for improvement of the in- 
tegrity of the search files. 

RICHARD A, WAHL, 





Aug. 12, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[854 0.G. 287] 
(37) ASSIGNMENT INFORMATION FOR ISSUE FEE 


TRANSMITTAL FORM 


Rule 334, revised November 4, 1969, requires .. . “At the 
time of payment of the issue fee, a statement must be furnished 
indicating whether or not an assignment has been filed with 
the Patent Office. In the event an assignment has been filed, 
such statement must include the name of the assignee and 
indicate whether or not an acknowledgment of a recorded as- 
signment has been received from the Patent Office.” 

The Issue Fee Transmittal Form POL-85d revised De- 
cember 1969, provides space (Item 2) for Assignment Data 
which should be completed to comply with the Rule. Unless 
an assignee’s name and address are identified in Item 2 of the 
Issue Fee Transmittal Form POL-—85d, the patent will issue to 
the applicant. Assignment data printed on the patent will be 
based on information so supplied. 

A request for correction of error arising from failure to 
correctly provide this Assignment Data in Item 2 will be con- 
sidered only under the provisions of Rule 323 for a certificate 
of correction of applicant's mistake. 

The recording of instruments in the Assignment Branch fs 
not affected by this notice. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 


Sept. 28, 1970. Commissioner of Patents. 
[879 0.G. 988] 
—_—— I 

(38) CERTIFIED COPIES OF APPLICATIONS AS 


ORIGINALLY FILED 


The Patent Office has discontinued placing the assignments 
of record on the file wrapper of patent applications, except 
when a title report is requested or upon allowance of the case. 
Accordingly, the copies of applications prepared in. response 
to requests for a certified copy of a patent applicat.vn as filed, 
will no longer include an indication of assignments. Applicants 
desiring an indication of assignments of record should request 
separately certified copies of assignment documents. 


ROBERT J. RISH, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


[887 0.G. 1042 (6-22-71) ] 
———E— 


FEES AND PAYMENT OF MONEY 


REVISION OF “DISCONTINUANCE OF DEPOsiIT Ac- 
Count SeRvVICE ror SALE or PATENT CoPizs” 


In view of the difficulties experienced by many of its cus- 
tomers, the Patent Office is revising the Notice appearing in 
the December 1, 1964, issue of the Oficial Gazette of the U.S. 
Patent Office. This Notice—Discontinuance of Deposit Ac- 
count Service for Sale of Patent Copies—is revised to except 
certain types of patent copy orders. 

The Patent Office will now accept lists of fifty (50) or more 
numbers arranged in numerical sequence to be charged to 
Deposit Accounts, Service charges, such as Special Handling 
and Air Mail postage for these orders, may also be charged 
to Deposit Accounts. 


(39) 


C. A. KALK, 
Director of Administration. 


{818 0.G. 1207] 


July 15, 1965. 
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(40) Fees iN CONNECTION WITH AMENDMENTS 
TO PATENT APPLICATIONS 


This notice supplements the Notice of September 10, 1965, 
818 0.G. 1207, September 28, 1965, relating to the adminis- 
tration of the act of July 24, 1965, Public Law 89-83, increas- 
ing certain fees payable to the United States Patent Office. 

That act provides for the payment of additional fees on 
presentation of certain claims during the prosecution of appli- 
cations. This provision applies in the case of applications 
filed on or after October 25, 1965, the effective date of the 
act. In such cases, when any amendment ts filed which pre- 
sents additional claims over the total number covered by fees 
previously paid, it should be eccompani-vd by any additional 
fees due. 

As in the case of claims presented after an application is 
filed and before first action, described in the Notice of Septem- 
ber 10, 1965, when independent claims are subsequently pre- 
sented so that the number of uncanceled independent claims 
in the application as amended exceeds the number of such 
claims paid for, an additional fee of $10 is due for each such 
additional claim. Similarly, an additional fee of $2 is due 
for each claim added in excess of the number of uncanceled 
claims, independent or dependent, already paid for. 


Treatment of Amendments Unaccompanied by Fees Due 


Amendments filed during and after the prosecution of an 
application and not accompanied by the entire fee due upon 
such filing will be treated as follows : 

If such an amendment is filed in reply to an Office action 
it will be regarded as not being fully responsive thereto and 
the practice set forth in section 714.03 of the Manual of 
Patent Examining Procedure will be followed, care being 
taken to avoid any abuse of this practice by attorneys as, for 
example, by habitual submission of such amendments without 
fees or with insufficient fees. 

If an amendment which is not filed in response to an Office 
action is of such a nature as to require a fee and is not accom- 
panied by the full fee required, it will not be entered and the 
applicant wilil be so advised. 


Amendment During Interference 


An amendment filed in connection with a motion to add 
counts to an interference (Rule 233) must be accompanied by 
the claim or claims to be added and with the appropriate fees, 
if any, which would be due if the amendments were to be 
entered. It may be that the amendments will never be en- 
tered, Only upon the granting of the motion is it necessary 
for the other party or parties to present the claims, but the 
fees must be paid whenever presented. 

Claims which have been submitted in response to a sug- 
gestion by the Office for inclusion in an application must be 
accompanied by the fee due, if any. 


Amendment After Requirement for Restriction 


After a requirement for restriction or election of species, 
nonelected claims will be included in determining the fees due 
in connection with a subsequent amendment unless such 
claims are canceled. 

Refunds 


Money paid in excess or by mistake in connection with an 
amendment will be refunded in the usual manner. 

Amendments affecting the claims cannot serve as the basis 
for granting any refund. 

Money paid in connection with the filing of a proposed 
amendment will not be refunded by reason of the nonentry of 
the amendment. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 


Jan. 13, 1966. Commissioner of Patents. 
[823 0.G. 814] 
—_—_—_—_———————— 

(41) Deposit AccouNTs—STATUTORY Fee CHARGES 


Beginning on May 1, 1966, and until further notice, statu- 
tory fees, including filing fees for patent, design, and trade- 
mark applications, issue fees, appeal fees and opposition, 
cancellation and petition fees may be charged against the 
deposit accounts provided for by Rule 25(a) of the Rules of 
Practice in patent cases. During this period the prohibition 
of Rule 25(b) against such charges will be suspended. 

In view of the facts that these fees are indispensable parts 
of the actions to which they relate and that the charging 
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of a fee against an account which does not contain sufficient 
funds to cover it cannot be regarded as a payment of the fee, 
it is evident that the overdrawing of a deposit account may 
result in the joss of a vital date and may also impose a sub- 
stantial burden on the Patent Office in making appropriate 
correction of its records. It is, therefore, necessary that effec- 
tive steps be taken to avoid such overdrafts, as follows: 

Checks of all accounts will be made periodically, and if any 
account is found to have been overdrawn, it will be immedi- 
ately removed from the active accounts and no further drafts 
on it will be honored. Prompt payment of the outstanding 
balance will be required and the depositor or his attorney 
may be called on for an itemized statement identifying all 
statutory fees charged against the account during the period 
in question in order that it may be ascertained whether any 
previously granted date should be withdrawn. 

It is emphasized that the success of the procedure outlined 
above depends upon the maintenance of a sufficient balance 
in deposit accounts at all times to meet any charges made 
against them. The Office must, therefore, strictly refuse to 
permit any depositor who has once overdrawn his account to 
maintain such an account in the future and in the event that 
any substantial number of overdrafts occurs it may be neces- 
sary to reestablish the prohibition of Rule 25(b) against 
charging statutory fees against deposit accounts. 

Accordingly, effective May 1, 1966, the requirement of 
Rule 25(a) that an amount sufficient to cover all charges 
made against an account must always be on deposit will bé 
strictly enforced, regardless of whether any fee is included 
in such charges and where this requirement is not complied 
with the account involved will be removed from the active 
accounts. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Feb, 23, 1966. Commissioner. 
[824 0.G. 1200) 





PRACTICE IN THE USE OF ACCOUNTS FOR PaY- 
MENT OF STaTUTORY FRes 


(42) 


In the OrriciaL Gazettes of March 15, 22, and 29, there 
appeared copies of an announcement by the Commissioner 
providing for a trial use of accounts established under Rule 
25 for the payment of statutory fees. A number of questions 
have come up in connection with the use of accounts in the 
payment of these fees prescribed by Public Law 89-83 and, 
in the interest of uniform practice, publication of a statement 
is warranted. 

A general direction by an applicant or attorney to charge 
to an account these fees as they arise in any application 
prosecuted by the applicant, the attorney, or the firm will not 
be effective for such a purpose. Authority to make charges 
will be limited to a particular application. 

A separate direction to charge shall be filed for each fee. 
Each such direction to charge a fee shall be transmitted on 
a separate sheet of paper and, in the case of fees based on 
modification of claims shall include the best estimate of the 
fee due. Failure to include such an estimate provides the 
basis for a refusal to enter any amendment transmitted there- 
with, as an incomplete response. Where variable fees are 
involved inclusion of a direction to charge or credit a de- 
ficiency or overpayment would appear appropriate. 

An issue fee will not be charged to an account until a notice 
of allowance has been forwarded and a reply to that notice 
received. 

For the purposes of determining the fee due the Patent 
Office, a claim will be treated as dependent if it contains 
reference to one other claim in the application. A claim de- 
termined to be dependent by this test will be entered if the 
fee paid reflects this determination. This does not, however, 
prevent the rejection of such a claim as improper, if, in fact, 


it is not a dependent claim. 
EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[825 0.G. 1183] 


Apr. 12, 1966. 





Derenpent CLAIMS 


Although the notice published on October 5, 1965, 
0.G, 8, explained that for the purposes of the 
bill, Public Law 89-88, approved July 24, 1965, the Pa’ 
Office will consider a proper dependent claim as being 
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it fee 
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which incorporates by reference a single preceding claim, 
whether independent or dependent, and includes all the limi- 
tations of the claim so incorporated, there appears to be still 
some uncertainty on this matter and it is therefore thought 
to be desirable to elaborate it. 

Since the initial determination, for fee purposes, as to 
whether a claim is dependent must be made by persons other 
than examiners, it is necessary, at that time, to accept as 
dependent virtually every claim which refers to another 
claim, without determining whether there is actually a true 
dependent relationship. Such acceptance does not, however, 
preclude a subsequent holding by the examiner that a claim 
is not a proper dependent claim. 

An essential characteristic of a proper dependent claim is 
that it shall include every limitation of the claim from which 
it depends (35 U.S.C. 112) or in other words that it shall 
not conceivably be infringed by anything which would not 
also infringe the basic claim. Thus, for example, if claim 1 
recites the combination of elements a, b, ¢ and d; a claim 
reciting the structure of claim 1 in which d@ was omitted or 
replaced by ¢ would not be a proper dependent claim, even 
though it placed further limitations on the remaining ele- 
ments or added still other elements. 

The fact that a dependent claim which is otherwise proper 
might require a separate search or be separately @lassified 
from the claim on which it depends would not render it an 
improper dependent claim, although it might result in a 
requirement for restriction. 

The fact that the independent and dependent claims are 
in different statutory classes does not, in itself, render the 
latter improper. Thus, if claim 1 recites a specific’ product 
a claim for the method of making the product of daim 1 in 
a particular manner would be a proper dependent claim since it 
could not be infringed without infringing claim 1, Similarly, 
if claim 1 recites a method of making a product, a claim for 
a product made by the method of claim 1 could be a proper 
dependent claim. On the other hand, if claim 1 recites a 
method of making a specified product, a claim to the product 
set forth in claim 1 would not be a proper dependent claim if 
the product might be made in other ways. 

Any claim which is in dependent form but which is so 
worded that it does not, in fact, include every limitation of 
the claim on which it depends, will be required to be cancelled 
as not being a proper dependent claim; and cancellation of 
any further claim depending on such a dependent claim wil! 
be similarly required. The applicant may thereupon amend 
the claims to place them in proper dependent form, or may 
redraft them as independent claims upon payment of any 
necessary additional fee. 

The basis for the difference in fees between independent 
and dependent claims is the fact that the examination of a 
dependent claim is nortnmally a comparatively simple matter 
after the claim on which it depends has been examined. 
This relationship, however, obtains only when the independ- 
ent claim represents a bora fide attempt to define the in 
tion and to distinguish it from the known prior art, Acco 
ingly, the presentation of a claim which on its face is 
ously unpatentable or indefinite, as basis on which 
claims are dependent, is not considered to be proper — 
tice. One example of such a practice involves the use of 
claim Qonien 00 “all the festeveb-eb novelty hevete Ginsteeed? 
with other claims, which acttially recite the features thought 
to be novel, being dependent on the first. A similarly objec- 
tionable arrangement would involve the use, as a basic inde- . 
pendent claim, of a claim merely reciting “a wheeled vehicle,” 
“an amino acid” or “an internal combustion engine.” 

Such a practice as that just described involves not only 
an attempt to evade the free provisions of Public Law 88-88, 
but also the presentation of a claim known by the attorney 
or agent presenting it to be unpatentable. Any registered 
patent attorney or agent who makes a practice of presenting 
claims of this character may be called on to explain his 


steht 





actions, 
(signed) EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
June 8, 1966. Commissioner. 
(828 0.4. 1) 
(44) Deposit Accounts 


The practice instituted on May 1, 1966, pursuant to the 
notice of February 28, 1966 (824 0.G. 1200), whereby statu- 
tory fees may be charged against deposit accounts, and such 
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Practice Re: FiLine Fess 


that attorneys review the notices pertaining 
new Fee Act of 1965 appearing at 
28, 1965, and 823 0.G. 814, Feb- 
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the basic $65 fee plus an additional 
number and type of claims presented. 
Office considers any claim 
claim to be a dependent 
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effective to reduce the number of claims upon which the fee 
7 RICHARD A. WAHL, 
June 30, 1966. Assistant Commissioner. 
[828 0.G. 1085] 
TT 
(46) Issus Fees 


Effective March 31, 1969, the Patent Office will discontinue 
the practice of estimating the number of printed pages of 


specification in advance of printing. 
Instead, a Minimum Issue Fee will be due three months 
from the date of the Notice of Allowance. This minimum 


specification plus $2 for each sheet of drawing, will be shown 
on the Notice of Allowance which has been revised to reflect 


the new practice. 
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After the patent is printed and the number of pages of 
specification is found to exceed the one already paid for, a 
Notice of Balance of Issue Fee Due will be attached to the 
Grant. Failure to pay this balance within THREE MONTHS 
FROM THE DATE OF THE PATENT will result in lapse of 
the patent. 

Practitioners are urged to use the special fee transmittal 
forms provided with the Notice of Allowance and the Notice 
of Balance of Issue Fee Due. 

The above fees will not be accepted from anyone other thai 
the applicant, his assignee, attorney, or a party in interest 
as shown by the records of the Patent Office. 

ATTENTION is also directed to the space designated on the 
Notice of Allowance Transmittal form PO-85a wherein the 
mame of the assignee is required if it ie desired to have the 
patent issued to an assignee or assignees. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[860 0.G, 2] 


Jan. 31, 1969. 


cr 


(47) CALCULATION OF IssuE FEES 


This notice is to clairfy the manner in which the balance 
of issue fee due is calculated for the printed pages of specifi- 
cation (including claims) in excess of the one page already 
paid for by payment of the Minimum Issue Fee (see the notice 
of January 31, 1969, 860 0.G. 2). 

Under the authority of 35 U.S.C. 151, the charge is disre- 
garded WHERE ONLY ONE AI/DITIONAL PAGE OR LESS 
is involved. Thus, if the patent consists of two pages or less, 
no balance fee is due. However, if the patent consists of three 
pages, a Notice of Balance of Iesue Fee Due for $20 is mailed 
together with the original patent grant. (A page consists of 
one side of a printed sheet containing two columns or less.) 


CLARENCE A. KALK, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner for Administration. 
Feb. 4, 1970. 
[872 0.G, 1] 


_——_ LT 
(48) Fess IN CONNECTION WITH AMENDMENTS TO 
PATENT APPLICATIONS 


An increasing number of amendments are being received 
with improper fees. Because of the problems occasioned there- 
by, it is suggested that attorneys review the notices pertain- 
ing to fees and the Office practice related thereto (823 0.G. 
814, Feb. 15, 1966; 828 0.G. 1, July 5, 1966; 828 0.G. 1085, 
July 26, 1966). Attention is invited to the new form 3.52, 
Amendment transmittal letter, for additional guidance in 
computing fees (869 0.G. 1036, Dec. 23, 1969). This form 
may be obtained from the Receptionist in Building 3 of Crystal 
Plaza. The new loose-leaf rule book, which will soon be avail- 
able, includes a sample form (No. 52) also. When submitting 
the new amendment transmittal letter Please include the 
Art Unit and Examiner's name. 

The above notices and new form may also be found as 
items 24, 25, 29 and 147 in the consolidated listing of notices 
in the OrFictaL Gazette of Jan, 13, 1976. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commiesioner. 


{873 0.G. 1] 


Mar. 13, 1970. 


LT 
(49) EXAMINER AMENDMENTS—CHARGE AGAINST 
Deposit Accounts 


The Examiner's Amendment practice is hereby extended to 
inelude charges against deposit accounts under special condi- 
tions. Charges under this practice shall not exceed $50.00 for 
each patent application. 

In order to expedite the issuance of a Patent on an applica- 
tion otherwise ready for allowance, an Examiner’s Amendment 
will be acceptable to make a charge against a deposit account 
provided prior approval is obtained from the attorney or agent. 
When such an Examiner’s Amenément is Prepared, the prior 
approval will be indicated by identification of the name of 
the autbrizing party, the date and type (personal or tele 
phone) o¢ authorization, the purpose for which the charge ts 
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made (drawing correction, additional claims, etc.), and the 
deposit account number. Further identifying data, if deemed 
necessary and requested by the attorney, should also be in- 
cluded in the Examiner’s Amendment. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Acting Commissioner of Patents. 


[873 0.G. 667] 


Mar. 17, 1970. 


LL 


POWERS OF ATTORNEY 


(50) WITHDRAWAL OF ATTORNEY 


To expedite the handling of requests for permission to 
withdraw as attorney, under Rule 36, the request should be 
submitted in triplicate (original and two copies) and indicate 
thereon the present mailing address of the attorney who is 
withdrawing. 

JOSEPH SCHIMMEL, 
Apr. 18, 1967. Solicitor. 
[8387 0.G. 667] 





RvuLe 34—APPEARANCES BErore BoarD 
or APPEALS 


Applicants and their attorneys are reminded that Rule 34 
provides that before any attorney or agent will be allowed 
to “take action of any kind in any application or proceeding, 
a written power of attorney or authorization . . . must be 
filed in the particular application or proceeding.” [Italics 
added.) 

Henceforth this rule will be strictly enforced. This applies 
to attorneys appearing at oral hearings before the Board of 


Appeals. 
EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 
July 26, 1967. First Assistant Commissioner. 
[841 0.G, 669] 


TT 


TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, 
AND COPYRIGHTS 


CHAPTER 1—PATENT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


(51) 


(52) 


PART 1—-RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
PART 2—RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 


Recognition of Attorneys and Agents, Standards of Conduct, 
and Patent Application Petitions 


These rule changes eliminate present provision for the 
recognition and registration of firms of attorneys and agents 
for practice in patent and trademark cases, and permit reg- 
istered attorneys and agents to file papers in patent appli- 
cations without the need for filing powers of attorney or 
authorizations. The changes further establish the Code of 
Professional Responsibility of the American Bar Association 
as the standard of conduct ‘for those practicing before the 
Patent Office insofar as the Code is not inconsistent with 
Patent Office rules. Other changes eliminate the present re- 
quirement for a petition or other express request for a patent 
and liberalize requirements as to inventor names. 

The changes relating to the discontinuance of the recog- 
nition and registration of firms are intended to obviate prob- 
lems incident to such registration such as, for example, the 
lack of certainty as to the responsibility of individual attor- 
neys and agents for actions taken by registered nonpartner- 
ship business entities, such as professional corporations, the 
problems associated with the rights to firm names and regis- 
tration numbers upon dissolution or reorganization of firms, 
and the recognition as “firms” of groups of attorneys or agents, 
such as parts of corporation organizations, when the attor- 
neys and agents are not in fact associated as partners. Ac- 
ceptance of papers filed in patent applications by registered 
attorneys and agents upon a representation that the attor- 
ney or agent is authorized to act in a representative capacity 
is for the purpose of facilitating responses on behalf of appli- 
cants in patent applications, and, further, to obviate the 
need for filing powers of attorney or authorizations of agent 
in individual applications when there has been a change in 
composition of law firms or corporate patent staffs. Inter- 
views with a registered attorney or agent not of record wili, 
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in view of 35 U.S.C. section 122, be conducted only on the 
basis of information and files supplied by the attorney or agent. 

Provision is made for an applicant to supply an address to 
receive correspondence from the Patent Office concerning his 
application, in addition to his residence address, so that the 
Patent Office may direct mail to any address of applicant's 
selection, such as a corporate patent department, a firm of 
attorneys or agents, or an individual attorney, agent, or 
other person. In connection with patent applications pending 
upon the effective date of the changes in which a firm is the 
only representative of record (and in connection with divi- 
sions and continuations thereof not requiring execution by 
the applicant), the address of the firm will be considered to 
be the correspondence address for the application. Powers of 
attorney and authorizations of agent in favor of registered 
individual attorneys and agents will, of course, continue to 
be recognized and accepted. 

The amendments to §§ 1.344 and 2.13 are intended to pro- 
vide a more definite and uniform standard of conduct for 
those engaged in practice before the Patent Office @o 
present rules.. The Code of Professional ity of 
the American Bar Association is incorporated by reference 
in the rule with a statement as to where copies thereof may 
be inspected or obtained. The rule specifies that the standards 
referred to are those set forth in the Code of Professional 
Responsibility as amended February 24, 1970, and the rule 
does not, therefore, refer to standards imposed by later 
smendments of the Code. Any standards in other Patent Office 
rules which are inconsistent with standards imposed by the 
Code (as, for example, the limitations in § 1.345(b) on the 
distribution of professional announcements and: the duties 
imposed by § 1.205(b)) remain in force. 

The elimination of the requirement for a petition request- 
ing the grant of a patent and the relaxation of requirements 
as to the names of applicants are intended to simplify patent 
application procedures. Section 1.76 is being revoked as re- 
dundant in view of revisions in § 1.57. 

Notice of proposed rule making regarding revocation 
$$1.35 and 1.61 and revision of §§ 1.14, 1.21, 1.33, 1.84, 
1.36, 1.51, 1.52, 1.57, 1.76, 1.841, 1.848, 1.344, 1.346, 
1.347, 2.18, and 2.15 of Title 37, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations was published in the Federal Register of January 
15, 1971 (36 F.R. 611). Interested persons were given 
an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking process 
through submission of comments in writing and at an cra! 
hearing held on March 23, 1971. The rules are being adopted 
after full and careful consideration of all the material sub- 
mitted. The departures from the published text reflect cer- 
tain of the views expressed in the submitted material. 

Effective date. This revision shall become effective on the 
date of its publication in the Federal Register (7~2-71). 

In consideration of the comments received and pursuant 
to the authority contained In Section 6 of the Act of July 19, 
1952 (66 Stat. 793; 35 U.S.C. 6), and Section 31 of that 
Act (66 Stat. 795; 85 U.S.C. 81), Title 37 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is hereby amended as follows: 

1. In § 1.14, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.14 Patent applications preserved in secrecy. 


(a) Except as provided in §1.11(b) pending patent ap- 
plications are preserved in secrecy. No information will be 
given by the Office respecting the filing by any particular 
Person of an application for a patent, the pendency of any 
particular case before it, or the subject matter of any par- 
ticular application, nor will access be given to or copies fur- 
nished of any pending application or papers relating thereto, 
without written authority in that particular application 
from the applicent or his assignee or attorney or agent of 
record, unless it shall be necessary to the proper conduct of 
business before the Office or as provided by this part. 


a = a _ . 
2. In § 1.21, paragraph (h) is revised to read as follows: 
$1.21 Patent and miscellaneous fees and charges. 
. . . s . 
(h) For registration of an attorney or agent : 


For admission to examination for registration to prac- 
tice, fee payable upon application._..._____.____ 
On registration to practice.................__.__. 


$35.00 
25.00 
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3. Section 1.33 is revised to read as follows : 


$1.33 Correspondence respecting patent applications and 
proceedings. 


(a) The residence and post office address of the applicant 
must appear in the oath or declaration if not stated elsewhere 
in the application. The applicant may also specify and an 
attorney or agent of record may specify a correspondence 
address to which communications about the application are 
to be directed. All notices, official letters, and other communi- 
eations in the case will be directed to the correspondence 
address or, if no such correspondence address is specified, to 
an attorney or agent of record (see § 1.34(b)), or, if no at- 
torney or agent is of record, to the applicant, or to any as- 
signee of tecord of the entire interest if the applicant or such 
assignee so requests, or to an assignee of an undivided part 
if the applicant so requests, at the post office address of which 
Office has been notified in the case. Amendments and 
papers filed in the application must be signed: (1) By 
applicant, or (2) if there is an assignee of record of an 
undivided part interest, by the applicant and such assignee, 
or (3) if there is an assignee of record of the entire interest, 
by such assignee, or (4) by an attorney or agent of record, or 
(5) by a registered attorney or agent not of record who acts 
in a representative capacity under the provisions of § 1.34(a). 
Deuble correspondence with an applicant and his attorney 
or agent, or with more than one attorney or agent, will not 
be undertaken. If more than one attorney or agent be made of 
record and a correspondence address has not been specified, 
correspondence will be held with the one last made of record. 

(b) An applicant who has not made of record a registered 
attorney or agent may be required to state whether he re- 
ceived assistance in the preparation or prosecution of his 
application, for which any compensation or consideration was 
given or charged, and if so, to disclose the name or names 
of the person or persons providing such assistance. This 
includes the preparation for the applicant of the specification 
and amendments or other papers to be filed in the Patent Office, 
as well as other assistance in such matters, but does not in- 
clude merely making drawings by draftsmen or stenographic 
services in typing papers. 

4. Section 1.34 is revised to read as follows : 


$1.34 Recognition for representation. 


(a) When a registered attorney or agent acting in a rep- 
resentative capacity appears in person or signs a paper in 
practice before the Patent Office in a patent case, his personal 
appearance or signature shall constitute a representati- ‘o 
the Patent Office that, under the provisions of this pari | 
the law, he is authorized to represent the particular parcy 
in whose behalf he acts. In filing such a paper, the attorney or 
agent should specify his registration number with his signa- 
ture. Further proof of authority to act in a representative 
capacity may be required. 

(b) When an attorney or agent shall have filed his power of 
attorney, or authorization, duly executed by the person or 
persons entitled to prosecute the application, he is a principal 
attorney of record in the case. A principal attorney or agent 
80 appointed, may appoint an associate attorney or agent who 
shall also then be of record. 


$1.35 [Revoked] 


5. Section 1.35 is revoked. 
6. Section 1.36 is revised to read as follows : 


$1.36 Revocation of power of attorney or authorization ; 
withdrawal of attorney or agent. 


A power of attorney or authorization of agent may be re- 
voked at any stage in the proceedings of a case, and an at- 
torney or agent may withdraw, upon application to and ap- 
proval by the Commissioner. An attorney or agent, except an 
associato attorney or agent whose address is the same as that 
of the principal attorney or agent, will be notified of the 
revocation of his power of attorney or authorization, and the 
applicant will be notified of the withdrawal of the attorney 
or agent. An assignment will not of itself operate as a revoca- 
tion of a power or authorization previously given, but the 
assignee of the entire interest may revoke previous powers 
and be represented by an attorney or agent of his own 
selection. 
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7. Section 1.51 is revised to read as follows : 


$1.51 General requisites of an application. 

Applications for patents must be made to the Commissioner 
of Patents. A complete application comprises : 

(a) A specification, including a claim or claims, see §§ 1.71 
to 1.77. 

(b) An oath or declaration, see §§ 1.65 and 1.68. 

(c) Drawings, when necessary, see §§ 1.81 to 1.88. 

(a) The prescribed filing fee. (See 35 U.S’C. section 41 for 
filing fees.) 

8. In § 1.52, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.52 Language, paper, writing, margins. 

(a) The specification and oath or declaration must be in 
the English language. All papers which are to become a part 
of the permanent records of the Patent Office must be legibly 
written or printed in permanent ink. 

. . > * . 


9. Section 1.57 is revised to read as follows : 
$1.57 Signature. 


The application must be signed by the applicant in person. 
The signature to the oath or declaration will be accepted as 
the signature to the application provided the oath or declara- 
tion is attached to and refers to the specification and claims 
to which it applies. Otherwise the signature must appear at 
the end of the specification after the claims. Full names must 
be given, including at least one given name without abbrevia- 
tion together with any other given name or initial. 


$1.61 [Revoked] 
10. Section 1.61 is revoked. 
$1.76 [Revoked] 


11. Section 1.76 is revoked. 
12. In § 1,77, paragraph (h) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.77 Arrangement of application, 


. ” > + . 
(h) Signature. (See § 1.57.) 
$ 1.341 [Amended] 


13. Section 1.341 is amended by revoking paragraph (4d). 
14. Section 1.343 is revised to read as follows: 


$1.343 Persons not registered or recognized. 

Only persons who are registered or given limited recog- 
nition as provided in § 1.342 will be permitted to prosecute 
patent applications of others before the Patent Office. 

15. Section 1.344 is revised to read as follows : 


$1.344 Professional conduct. 

Attorneys and agents appearing before the Patent Office 
must conform to the standards of ethical and professional 
conduct set forth in the Code of Professional Responsibility 
of the American Bar Association as amended February 24, 
1970, insofar as such code is not inconsistent with this part. 
A copy of the said code is available for inspection in the 
Office of the Solicitor, U.S. Patent Office, Room 11C04, Puiid- 
ing 3, Crystal Plaza, 2021 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, 
Va. Copies of the code are available upon request to the Ameri- 
can Bar Center, 1155 E. 60th Street, Chicago, Ill. 60637. 

16. Section 1.346 is revised to read as follows : 


£1.346 Signature and certificate of attorney. 

Every paper, filed by an attorney or agent representing an 
applicant or party to a proceeding in the Patent Office must 
bear the signature of such attorney or agent, except papers 
which are required to be signed by the applicant or party in 
person (such as the application itself and affidavits or dec- 
larations required of applicants). The signature of an. at- 
torney or agent to a paper filed by him, or the filing or presen- 
tation of any paper by him, constitutes a certificate that the 
paper has been read; that its filing is authorized; that to 
the best of his knowledge, information, and belief, there is 
good ground to support it; and that it is not interposed for 


delay. 
17. Section 1.347 is revised to read as follows: 


$1.347 Removing names from registers. 

Attorneys and agents, registered to practice before the 
Patent Office, should notify the Office of any change of ad- 
dress for entry on the register, by letter separate from any 
notice of change of address filed in individual applications. 
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The Office may address a letter to any person on the registers, 
at the address of which separate notice for the register was 
last received, for the purpose of ascertaining whether such 
person desires to remain on the register. The name of any 
person failing to reply and give the information requested 
within a time limit specified will be removed from the reg- 
ister, and the names so removed published in the OrriciaL 
GazeTTs. Any name so removed may be reinstated, either on 
the register of attorneys or the register of agents, as may be 
appropriate. 
18.- Section 2.13 is revised to read as follows : 


$2.13 Professional conduct. 


Attorneys and other persons appearing before the Patent 
Office in trademark cases must conform to the standards of 
ethical and professional conduct set forth in the Code of 
Professional Responsibility of the American Bar Association 
as amended February 24, 1970, insofar as such code is not 
inconsistent with this part. A copy of the said code is avail- 
able for inspection in the Office of the Solicitor, U.S. Patent 
Office, Room 11C04, Building 3, Crystal Plaza, 2021 Jevierson 
Davis Highway, Arlington, Va. Copies of the code are avail- 
able upon request to the American Bar Center, 1155 East 69th 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60637. 

19. Section 2.15 is revised to read as follows : 


$2.15 Signature and certificate of attorney or agent. 

Every paper filed by an attorney at law or other person 
representing an applicant or party to a proceeding in the 
Patent Office must bear the signature of such attorney at law 
or other person except those papers which are required to 
be signed by the applicant or party. The signature of an at- 
torney at law or such other person to a paper filed by him, 
or the filing of any paper by him, constitutes a certificate 
that the paper has been read; that its filing is authorized ; 
that to the best of his knowledge, information, and belief 
there is good ground to support it; and that it is not inter- 


posed for delay. 
WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jz, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


Approved : 


James H. WAKELIN, JR., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


{FR Doc. 71-9387; Filed 7-1-71; 8:49 am] 
Published in 36 F.R. 12616, July 2, 1971 
[890 0.G. 298 (Sept. 14, 1971)] 


—— 


RECOGNITION OF FIRMS OF ATTORNEYS 
AND AGENTS 


The notice of August 5, 1971, appearing in the OrrictaL 
Gazerre September 7, 1971 (890 0.G. 2) is revised as follows. 

The originally announced period terminating October 1, 
1971, relating to appointments of firms of attorneys or agents, 
filed in the Patent Office after July 2, 1971, is hereby extended. 
Accordingly, until fr:‘ther notice, any power of attorney or 
authorization of agent naming a firm, received in the Patent 
Office after July 2, 1971, will be construed as a direction to 
consider the firm name and address as the correspondence 
address of the application. 


(53) 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 
Acting Commissioner of Patents. 


[891 0.G. 886] 


Sept. 27, 1971. 





APPLICATION CONTENT 


DECLARATION IN Lizgu OF OATH—RIBBONING 
or Papers UNNECESSARY 


Recent legislation, 35 U.S.C. 25, and Rule 68 based thereon 
permit applicants to make a written declaration in lieu of the 
customary oath or affirmation which accompanies a patent 
application. 

Such a declaration, even if signed in a country foreiga to 
the United States, need not be ribboned to the other papers. 

The declaration, like the oath, is an integral part of the 
application and must be maintained together therewith. 


(54) 
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When a declaration is used, it is unnecessary to appear before 
any official in connection with the making of the declaration. 
Further details are given in 29 F.R, 18502, Dec, 29, 1964, 
811 0.G. 2, 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Mar, 2, 1965. Superintendent, Patent Examining Corps. 
(813 0.G. 2) 
(55) GUIDELINES FOR DRAFTING A MODEL PATENT 


APPLICATION UNDER THE RevIsEep RULES 


The following guidelines illustrate the preferred layout and 
content for patent applications. They have been prepared to 
supplement the amendments to the rules which are effective 
January 1, 1967, These guidelines are suggested for the ap- 
Plicant’s use. 


Arrangement and Contents of the Specijicatien 


The following order of arrangement is preferable in fram- 
ing the specification and, except for the title of the invention, 
wa nh the lettered items should be preceded by the headings 

ndicated. 


(a) Title of the Invention. 
(b) Abstract of the Disclosure. 
(c) Cross-References to Related Applications (if any). 
(d) Background of the Invention. 
1. Field of the Invention. 
2. Description of the Prior Art. 
(e) Summary of the Invention. 
(f) Brief Description of the Drawing. 
(g) Description of the Preferred Embodiment (s). 
(h) Claim (s). 


(a) Title of the Invention: (See Rule 72(a).) The title of 
the invention should be placed at the top of the first page of 
the specificetion. It should be brief but technically accurate 
and descriptive. 

(b) Abstract of the Discloswre: (See Rule 72(b), MPP 
608.01 (a), and 831 0.G. 1828, October 25, 1966.) 

(ce) Cross-References to Related Applications: (See Rule 
78 and MPEP 201.11.) 

(d) Background of the Invention: The specification should 
set forth the Background of the Invention in two parts: 

(1) Field of the Invention: A statement of the field of 

art to which the invention pertains. This statement 
may include a paraphrasing of the applicable U.S. 
patent classification definities. The statement should 
be directed to the subject matter of the claimed in- 
vention. 
Description of the Prior Art: A paragraph(s) de- 
scribing to the extent practical the state of the prior 
art known to the applicant, including references to 
specific prior art where appropriate. Where applicable, 
the problems involved in the prior art, which are solved 
by the applicant’s invention, should be indicated. 


(e) Summary: A brief summary or general statement of 
the invention as set forth in Rule 73. The summary is sep- 
arate and distinct from the abstract and is directed toward 
the invention rather than the disclosure as a whole, The sum- 
mary may point out the advantages of the invention or how 
it solves problems previously existent in the prior art (and 
preferably indicated in the Background of the Invention), In 
chemical cases it should point out in general terms the utility 
of the invention. If possible, the nature and gist of the in- 
vention or the inventive concept should be set forth. Objects 
of the invention should be treated briefly and only to the 
extent that they contribute to an understanding of the 
invention, 

(ft) Brief Description of the Drawing: A reference to and 
brief description of the drawing(s) as set forth in Rule 74. 

(g) Desoription of the Preferred Embodiment(s): A de- 


(2) 


Where elements or groups of elements, compounds, and 
processes, which are conventional and generally widely known 
the field to which the invention pertains, form a part cf 
invention described and their exact nature or type is not 
for an understanding and use of the invention by 
a skilled in the art, they should not be described in 
detail. However, where particularly complicated subject mat- 
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The form of claim required in Rule 75(e) is particularly 
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GUIDELINES FOR PREPARATION OF PATENT APPLICATION 
DISCLOSURES 


Applications for patents frequently contain descriptive and 


* fllustrative material in excess of that required by 35. U.S.C. 


112. If such material were to be excluded from the applica- 
tion tri-fold benefits should accrue : 


1. The time and costs involved in the preparation of an 
application should be reduced. 
2. Examination time should be less. * ~ 
8. There should be a reduction in patent printing costs. 
In an effort to reduce such excesses, at least in part, the 
following guidelines, relating to preparation of patent appli- 
cations, have been promulgated. 


Drawing 

The illustration on the drawing should be restricted to the 
invention disclosed in the application. Old and known subject 
matter should be omitted unless essential for establishment 
of environment or for a clear undef8tanding of the invention. 
If disclosure of thé latter type is essential it should be pre- 
sented in skeleton or phantom form if possible. Reference nu- 
merals for such material should be held to a minimum. 

Conventional sub-assemblies should be shown in block form 


' With appropriate legends or by means of standard drawing 


symbols, in instances where detailed disclosure is not essen- 
tial for a proper understanding of the invention. If there is 
doubt as to whether or not symbolical representation is ap- 


’ propriate, reference shorld be made in the descriptive mate- 


rial to a patent or publication which will support the position 
that the item so illustrated is conventional with the under- 
standing that the supporting document or the appropriate 
portion thereof will be made available upon demand. 

Flow diagrams should be treated in a similar manner. 

Shading should be provided on the drawing only if essen- 
tial for illustrating contours or showing specific relationships 
between structural parts. Test—can the invention be clearly 
understood in the absence of shading? 


Multiple Inventions, Species, eto. 


Disclosures in divisional and other types of dependent ap- 
Plications carved from basic or parent application as well as 
those in the parent application should be restricted to the 
respective claimed inventions, or as an alternative the de- 
pendent application may be printed with the customary iden- 
tifying information, an abstract, and the claims. The alter- 
native printing should include proper reference to the parent 
document. The abbreviated printing should be used only if 
the parent precedes the dependent application in issue, (A 
copy of the parent or basic patent would be supplied along 
with the abbreviated patent in. response to orders for the 
latter.) 

Cancellation of Descriptive Matertal 


Descriptive material deemed superfluous or unessential for 


; & Clear understanding of the disclosed invention should be 


omitted, however, if such material is presented in the appli- 
cation, the Examiner should require cancellation in the first 


* Office action. This will provide applicant with an opportunity 


to traverse the requirement prior to final rejection. Cancella- 
tion may be deferred until the presence of allowable subject 
matter is indicated by the Examiner. 

Laudatory language, exhaustive descriptions of prior art, 
unezsential statements of objects and lengthy statements of 
environment should be omitted from, or reduced to bare essen- 
tials in the application descriptive material. descrip- 
tions of ttems that are obvious and well known to those 
skilled in the art should be avoided. A mere statement that 
such items are known and conventional should be adequate 
in most instances, however, if doubt exists reference may be 
made to disclosures in specific documents for support. Like- 
wise lengthy descriptions regarding use should be avoided. 
Procedures for testing should not ordinarily be described. 
Biological studies and case histories should ordinarily not be 
included in the descriptive material since they can be pre- 
sented in affidavit form. 


Odjects—Abdstracts—Summary 

State the primary object of the invention and if essential 
a limited number of secondary objects—all should be brief. 

The abstract and statement of object(s) appear to satisfy 
the requirements in Rules 73 and 77, a separate summary is 
deemed uunecessary. 

The abstract should be limited to the technical disclosure 
that is new in the art to which the invention pertains. 
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Seotionalized Disclosure 

Headings should be provided in patent applications to set 
off different portions, such as Abstract, Discussion of Prior 
Art, Background of Invention, Technical Disclosure of Inven- 
tion, Additional Species of Invention, and the like. Cancella- 
tion of subject matter not pertinent to the claimed invention 
will be facilitated if the descriptive material is so organized. 

In order to make the most of computer capabilities of the 
future, specifications should provide “indicators” which can 
be readily identified by the processing equipment. While this 
has general application it is illustrated below with regard to 
chemical disclosures. 

Context indicators : 


Set out in the specification 
Reserved word paragraph 
Heading such as— 
Utility 
Starting material 
Process 
Final-Pro jucts 
Chemical-Compounds—Names (followed by a tabulated 
list) 
Chemical-Compounds—Structures (followed by a tabu- 
lation of structures) 
Chemical-Compounds—Notations (the tabulated list 
could be Wiswesser, UPAC, or Patent Office; trans- 
formation could be made later) 


Miscellaneous 


Words or phrases of high information content (as dis- 
tinguished, for example, from the word “means”) appearing 
in claims as well as in invention descriptions, should be given 
indicator symbols or printed in bold face type, or italicized, 
so that future manual searching by the Examiner and the 
public will be made easier. A capability will exist for easier 
keyboarding for full text analysis for computer based infor- 
mation. 

Where an elaborate expression appears in the descriptive 
material or claims it should be designated, for example, as 
“Definition 1” and later reference to the definition should be 
made with the designator. 

Applications that include drawings should include a list 
of elements and the associated reference numerals for the 
elements comprising the invention. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : 
JOHN F. KINCAID, 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


Published in 34 F.R. 524; Jan. 16, 1969 
[859 0.G. 1 (Jan. 16, 1969)) 





GUIDELINES FOR INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 
IN PaTENT APPLICATIONS 


(58) 


An application for a patent may incorporate essential ma- 
terial by reference to a United States patent, or an allowed 
U.S. application, subject to the conditions set out below. 
Essential material* is defined as that which is necessary (1) 
to support the claims, or (2) for adequate disclosure of the 
invention (35 U.S.C. 112). Material which is essential to the 
referencing application may not be incorporated by reference 
to patents issued by foreign countries or to non-patent publi- 
cations. Essential material may not be incorporated by refer- 
ence to a patent or application which itself incorporates 
essential material by reference. 

The referencing application must include (1) an abstract, 
(2) a brief summary of the invention, (3) an identification of 
the referenced patent or application, (4) at least one view 
in the drawing in those applications admitting of a drawing, 
and (5) one or more claims. Where appropriate it would be 
advisable to direct particular attention to specific portions of 
the referenced patent or application. 





tries, pelos. Sot comneey weet Pe filed in 
the United Sta and tent publica for purposes 
of indicating the background of the invention or ting 


the state of the art. 
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If an application is filed with a complete disclosure, eesen- 
tial material may be cancelled by amendment and the same 
material substituted by reference to a patent or a pend'ng 
and commonly owned allowed application in which the issue 
fee has been paid. The amendment must be accompanied by 
an affidavit executed by the applicant or his attorney or 
agent of record stating that the material cancelled from the 
application is the same material that has been incorporated 
by reference. 

If an application incorporates essential material by refer- 
ence to a U.S. patent or a pending and commonly owned 
allowed U.S. application for which the issue fee has been 
paid, applicant will be required prior to examination to fur- 
nish the Patent Office with a copy of the referenced material 
together with an affidavit executed by the applicant or his 
attorney or agent of record stating that the copy consists of 
the same material incorporated by reference in the referencing 
application. 

If an application incorporates essential material by refer- 
ence to a U.S. patent or a pending and commonly owned 
application other than one in issue with the fee paid, appli- 
cant will be required prior to examination to amend the dis- 
closure of the referencing application to include the material 
incorporated by reference. The amendment must be accom- 
panied by an affidavit executed by the applicant or his attor- 
ney or agent of record stating that the amendatory material 
consists of the same material incorporated by reference in the 
referencing application. 

EDWARD J, BRENNER, 
Com missioner. 
Approved : Jan. 15, 1969. 

JOHN F, KINCAID, 

Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


Published in $4 F.R. 883; Jan. 18, 1969 
[859 0.G, 346] 





(59) INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE—FILING DATE 


In clarification of the Notice of December 30, 1968, appear- 
ing in the OrricaL Gazerne of February 11, 1969, the follow- 
ing amplification is made. 

The filing date of any application wherein essential ma- 
terial is incorporated by reference to a foreign patent or to a 
publication will not be affected because of the presence of 
such reference. In such a case, as well as any other case which 
improperly incorporates essential material by reference, the 
applicant will be required to amend the disclosure to include 
the material incorporated by reference. The amendment must 
be accompanied by an affidavit executed by the applicant or 
his attorney or agent of record stating that the amendatory 
material consists of the same material incorporated by refer- 
ence in the referencing application. 


ERRATUM 


Attention is directed to the error in the above-mentioned 
notice appearing at 859 O.G. 346, Please delete the phrase, 
“a U.S. patent or’, which was erroneously printed in the 
second line of the last paragraph. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Mar, 7, 1969. 


Assistant Commissioner. 
{A_ Notice covering this same su! in si different 
form, has been published in 34 Fh ooo, mae 3, 1969.) 


[861 0.G. 680] 
————————— 


(60) PHOTOCOPIES OF APPLICATIONS 


Many of the patent application papers received by the 
Patent Office are copies of the original, ribbon copy. These 
are acceptable if, in the opinion of the Office, they are legible 
and permanent. Legibility includes ability to be photocopied 
and photomicrographed so that suitable reprints can be made. 
This requires a high contrast, with black lines and a white 
background. Gray lines and/or a gray background sharply re- 
duce photo reproduction quality. 

Applicants should make every effort to file patent applica- 
tions in a form that is clear and reproducible. The Office may 
accept for filing date purposes papers of reduced quality but 
will require that acceptable copies be supplied for further 
processing. 
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Additionally, legibility of some application papers becomes 
impaired due to abrasion or aging of the printed material 
during examination and ordinary handling of the file. It may 
be necessary to require that clear, legible copies be furnishe-i 
at later stages after filing, especially when preparing for issue. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Jan. 28, 1970. Assistant Commissioner. 
{872 0.G. 341] 
_——_—_ 

(61) DIVISIONAL APPLICATION PaPERe 


* 
In the interest of expediting the processing of newly filed 
divisional applications, filed as a result of a restriction re- 
quirement, applicants are requested to include the appropriate 
Patent Office classification on the papers submitted. 

The appropriate classification for the divisional applica- 
tion may be found in the office communication of the parent 
case wherein the requirement was made. It is suggested that 
this classification designation be placed in the upper right 
hand corner of the letter of transmittal accompanying these 
divisional applications. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


June 5, 1970. Assistant Commissioner of Patents. 
{875 0.G. 702) 
— LLL 

(62) REDUCTION IN PATENT APPLICATION DISCLOSURE 


Notice of proposed Guidelines for Preparation of Patent 
Application Disclosure was pubiished in the Federal Register 
of January 14, 1969 (34 FR. 524), and in the OrriciaL 
Gazette of the Patent Office of February 4, 1969 (859 0.G. 
1). Comments from the general public were invited. 

After consideration of comments received, new guidelines 
are deemed unnecessary, even though the average iength of 
specification seems to be increasing. Applicants and their 
attorneys are reminded that 35 U.S.C. 112 requires inven- 
tions to be described “in such full, clear, concise, and exact 
terms as to enable any person skilled in the art * * * to 
make and use the same * * *.” To satisfy the “concise” 
requirement, lengthy and unnecessary descriptive detail 
should be avoided. 

WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jz, 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : July 24, 1970. 


Myson Trisvs, 
Assistant Seoretary for Science and Technology. 


(F.R. Doc. 70-9862; Filed, July 30, 1970; 8:45 a.m.] 
35 F.R. 12296, July 31, 1970 
[878 0.G. 1] 





PRIORITY APPLICATIONS 
(63) REISSUB APPLICATIONS—FORBIGN PRIORITY 


A “claim” for the benefit of an earlier filing date in a 
foreign country under 35 U.S.C. 119 must be made in a re- 
issue application even through such a claim was made in the 
application on which the original patent was grapted. How- 
ever, no additional certified copy of the foreign application 
is necessary. The procedure is similar to that for “Continu- 
ing Applications” in the last paragraph of MPEP 201.14(b). 

The heading on printed copies will not be carried forward 
to the reissue from the original patent. Therefore, it is 
important that the file wrapper be endorsed under “Claims 


Foreign Priority.” 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Acting Superintendent Patent Ezamining Corps. 


[807 0.G. 579 (Oct. 20, 1964)] 


ma 


(64) FPitine oF Priority PaPers 


In view of the shortened periods for prosecution leading to 
allowances, it is recommended that priority papers be filed 
as early as possible. Although Rule 55 permits the filing of 
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priority papers up to and including the date for payment of 
the final fee, it is advisable that such papers be filed promptly 
after filing the application. Frequently priority papers are 
found to be deficient in material respects such as, for example, 
the failure to include the correct certified copy and there is 
not sufficient time to remedy the deficiency. Occasionally a 
new oath may be necessary where the original oath omits the 
reference to the foreign filing date for which the benefit is 
claimed. The early filing of priority papers would thus be 
advantageous to applicants in that it would afford time to 
explain any inconsistencies that exist ‘or to supply any addi- 
tional documents that may be necessary. 

It is also suggested that a pencil notation of the serial 
number of the corresponding U.S, application be placed on 
the priority papers. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Dee. 1, 1965. Assistant Commissioner. 
[821 0.G. 1261] 
(65) STREAMLINED CONTINUATION APPLICATIONS 


Effective immediately, if the drawings and specification of 
a new application are to be identical with those of a pending 
application of the same applicant, and if the claims are to be 
directed to the same invention as that prosecuted in the pend- 
ing application, the application papers of the earlier case, 
excepting the claims but including the drawing, may be used 
im the new case. A request for the use of such papers must 
be made and such request will be considered a waiver of the 
right to further prosecution of the earlier application and 
will terminate proceedings therein as of the filing date ac- 
corded the new application, Tlie filing fee will be that appro- 
priate to all the claims to be included in the new case, The 
entire file wrapper contents of the earlier application will be 
included in the file of the new one but the Office actions in 
the former will not be regarded as actions in the latter and 
the prosecution of the new application will be conducted in 
the same manner as if new application papers had been file4. 
A new serial number and filing date will be accorded but 
the effective filing date will be that of the earlier application. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 





Feb. 11, 1966. Commissioner of Patents. 
[824 0.G. 1] 
(66) STREAMLINED CONTINUATION APPLICATIONS— 


ORIGINAL APPLICATION ALLOWED 


Since the streamlined continuation application procedure 
provided for by the Notice of February 11, 1966, published in 
the OrriciaL Gazerrs of March 1, 1966, 824 0.G. 1, involved 
abandonment of the original application, and since the aban- 
donment of an application after it has been allowed and the 
issue fee has been paid is not ordinarily permitted, the said 
streamlined prosecution will not be permitted when the origi- 
nal case has been allowed and the issue fee has been paid 
prior to the filing of the continuation application. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
May 13, 1966. Commissioner. 


[827 0.G. 2] 





(67) Errective DATE oF UNITED STATES PATENT 
In section 706.02, delete penultimate paragraph. 
Rewrite section 715.01 to read: 


The effective date of a United States Patent for use as 
a@ prior art reference is not affected by the foreign filing 
date to which the patentee may be entitled under 35 
U.S.C. 119. In re Hilmer, 833 O.G. 13, 149 USPQ 480 
(CCPA 1966); Lilly et al. v. Brenner, 153 USPQ 95 
(C.A.D.C, 1967). The reference patent is effective as of 
the date the application for it was filed in the United 
States (35 U.S.C. 102(e) and 108). Hazeltine Research, 
Ino. et al. v. Brenner, 824 0.G. 8 (U.S. Supreme Court 
1965). 

RICHARD A, WAHL, 

Assistant Commissioner. 


(838 0.G. 1] 


Apr. 5, 1967. 
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(68) PATENT HEADINGS 


As a service to the public, beginning with the issue of 
January 16, 1968, the heading of the printed patent will in- 
elude all identifying parent data of continuation-in-part 
applications as is now the practice in continuation, divisional, 
substitute, and reissue applications. It should be noted, how- 
ever, that inclusion of this information in the heading does 
not necessarily indicate that the claims are entitled to the 
benefit of the earlier filing date. 

The above practice will not change the procedure with 
regard to assignments as set forth in the first sentence of 
paragraph 2 of Section 306 of the M.P.E.P. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Dec, 18, 1967. Assistant Commiasioner. 
[846 0.G. 337] 
(69) CHAINS OF CONTINUING APPLICATIONS 


In view of the decision of the Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals in In re Henriksen (158 USPQ 224) the application 
of 35 U.S.C. 120 will no longer be limited to a chain of three 
successively filed continuing cases. 

Accordingly, Change Notice 12-8 is rescinded. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Aug. 9, 1968. Assistant Commissioner of Patents. 
[854 0.G. 559] 
(70) Foreten Priority OF CONTINUING APPLICATION 


If the Examiner is aware of the fact that the parent of a 
continuing application has fully complied with the require- 
ments of 35 U.S.C. 119 and is therefore entitled to the benefit 
of the filing date of an earlier filed foreign application, he 
should direct it to the applicant’s attention in an Office action, 
as in the following exemplary language : 

“Applicant is reminded that in order to be entitled to 
priority based on papers filed in parent application Serial 
BON nt anki! under 35 U.S.C. 119, a claim for such 
priority must be made in this application. In making 
such claim, applicant may simply call attention to the 
fact that a certified copy of the foreign application is in 
the parent application (M.P.E.P. 201.14(b)).” 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Aug. 30, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[855 0.G. 1] 
(71) GERMANY: New REQUIREMENT FOR SUBMISSION OF 


Copy OF ORIGINAL APPLICATION IN CONVENTION 


Cases 


Under Section 27 of the German Patent Law which came 
into effect October 1, 1968, all applicants submitting a claim 
of priority in Germany under the Paris Union will be required 
to submit a copy of the application upon which the claim for 
priority is based. The U.S. Patent Office has been advised by 
the German Office that the copy need not be certified correct 
by the Office in which the application was originally filed. 

Accordingly, for U.S. applicants, one method of complying 
with the new law would be to accompany the German filing 
with a copy of the prior U.S. applications as filed. This copy 
can be produced by the applicant himself. 

If the applicant does not submit the copy at the time of 
filing, the German Office will issue, within two months after 
the German filing, a request to submit the copy. Failure to 
submit the required copy within two months after notification 
results in loss of the priority claim. 

With respect to application on file in Germany prior to 
October 1, 1968, the following applies : 

Copies of the original application will not be required for 
those applications already on file if the serial number of the 
application on which the priority claim is based had been 
communicated to the German Patent Office prior to October 1, 
1968. 

With regard to applications on file prior to October 1, 1968, 
for which the U.S. serial number is communicated after 
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October 1, 1968, the request for the copy of the U.S, applica- 
tion will be made together with the notice preceding the 
laying open to public inspection of the file of the German 
application. 

GERALD D. O'BRIEN, 





Jan. 13, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[859 0.G. 345) 
(72) STREAMLINED CONTINUATION APPLICATION 


The streamlined continuation procedure, provided for by 
the notice of February 11, 1966 (824.0.G. 1), may not be 
used when at the time of filing the continuation application : 
(1) the parent application has been allowed and the issue 
fee has been paid; (2) the parent application is, or has 
been, involved in court action ; (3) the parent application has 
been abandoned; or (4) the parent application is, or has 
been, involved in an interference declared prior to the date 
of filing the continuation application. 

Attenton is also directed to the fact that the streamlined 
procedure is limited to true continuation applications and 
is not available for use when filing any other type of con- 
tinuing application. 

Applicants are urged when filing a streamlined continuation 
application to file a duplicate letter of transmittal in the 
parent application. 

RICHARD A, WAHL, 





Oct. 14, 1969. Aasistant Commissioner. 
[869 0.G. 1] 
DRAWINGS 

(73) PHOTOPRINTs as DRaWINGS—FILING DATE ONLY 


Effective September 1, 1964 the Application Branch is 
authorized and directed to accept all applications in which 
photoprints have been submitted in lieu of forma! drawings, 
and to forwara them to the Examiner, who will notify the 
applicant immediately that the application has been accepted 
for filing only, and that to be entitled to examination, the 
applicant must file formal drawings complying with Rule 84 
within 60 days, and pay the cost of comparing the photo- 
prints with the formal drawings. 

A comparison charge of $10.00 per hour, with a minimum 
charge of $10.00 per application is hereby established. This 
charge may be applied against deposit accoun‘s and authoriza- 
tion to charge such accounts should be included when the 
formal drawings are filed. Far those who have no deposit 
account acceptance of the formal drawings will be contingent 
upon payment of the comparison charge within the period set. 

This notice supersedes the notice of April 24, 1964, pub- 
lished May 26, 1964, in 802 0.G. 871. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
July 16, 1964, Com missioner. 


[805 0.G. 3] 





(74) New DRaWINGS PREPARED BY PATENT OFFICE 

In Section 608.02(x) the paragraphs headed “New Draw- 
ings Prepared by Patent Office” are cancelled an! the follow- 
ing substituted therefor : 


When new drawings have been required in pending ap- 
plications and have been prepared by the Office drafts- 
man, they are not sent to the applicant for his signature 
but a copy (print) is sent to him for his file. The name 
of the inventor(s) will be printed on the drawings by the 
Office draftsman. 

In the event that the application is in condition for 
allowance, the application will be sent to Issue immedi- 
ately after the drawing is prepared. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Jan. 6, 1966. Assistant Commissioner. 


(823 0.G. 1} 
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(75) TRANSFER OF DRaWINes 


In view of the recent amendment of Rule 138 to permit the 
express abandonment of patent applications by the attorney, 
there is no longer any sufficient reason for delaying the formal 
abandonment of an application after all the drawings thereof 
have been transferred to another case. Accordingly, effective 
February 1, 1967, no request to transfer all the drawings from 
a pending application will be granted unless and until a formal 
abandonment of the application has been filed. In order to 
insure copendency, such as abandonment may be so worded 
as to become effective only after the transfer of the drawings 

aken ce. 
_ - EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Dee. 15, 1966. Commissioner. 
[834 0.G, 431] 


SS —— 


TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, 
AND COPYRIGHTS 


CHapTsr I—PaTENT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


Drawing Requirements 


These changes are intended to facilitate the handling 
ver pee application drawings in the Patent Office. 
size to 8% by 14 inches will permit 

of the drawings in the application file wrapper 
wns i caus itens tins Wee das Win ene pura chpens af 
tandard storage equipment, mailing envelopes, and copying 
equipment. 

The revised rules will prohibit the use of names within the 
“sight” of the drawing, thereby making additional space avail- 
able for illustration and reducing the number of forma! objec- 
tions and corrections required. 

Permanently mounted color photographs in plant patent ap- 
plications will be accepted. This should result in substantial 
savings to applicant. 

Since no names or other identification will be permitted 
the “sight” of the drawing, applicants are expected to 
use the space above and between the hole locations to identify 
of drawings (note § 1.84(1)). This identification 
consist of the attorney’s name and docket number or the 
wentor’s name and case number and may include the sheet 
number and the total number of sheets filed (for example, 
“sheet 2 of 4”). 

Notice of proposed rule making regarding revision of 
$$ 1.59, 1.84, 1.85, 1.123, and 1.165 and revocation of §§ 1.82 
and 1.87 of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, relating to 


(76) 


‘ 
; 


4 
F 


5 


given an opportunity to participate in the rule making process 
through submission of comments in writing and at an oral 
hearing held on March 23, 1971. 

Effective date. This revision shall become effective on the 
date of its publication in the Federal Register. However, until 
Jan. 1, 1972, drawings complying with the unrevised rules will 


also be accepted. 
In consideration of the comments received and pursuant to 


the authority contained in section 6 of the Act of July 19, 
1952 (66 Stat. 793; 35 U.S.C, 6), Title 37 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is hereby amended as follows : 

1. Section 1.59 is revised to read as follows : 


$1.59 Papere of complete application not to be returned. 

Papers in a complete application, including the drawings, 
will not be returned for any purpose whatever. If applicants 
have not preserved copies of the papers, the Office will fur- 
nish copies at the usual cost. 


$1.82 [Revoked] 


2. Section 1.82 is revoked. 

8. In § 1.84 the introductory text preceding paragraph (a) 
and paragraph (h) are revoked and paragraphs (a), (b), (c), 
(J), and (1) are revised to read as follows : 


$1.84 Standards for drawings, 


(a) Paper end ink. Drawings must be made upon pure 
white paper of a thickness corresponding to two-ply or three- 
ply bristol-board. The surface of the paper must be calendered 
and smooth and of a quality which will permit erasure and 
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correction with India ink. India ink, or its equivalent in 
quality, must be used for pen drawings to secure perfectly 
black solid lines. The use of white pigment to cover lines is 
not acceptable. 

(b) Size of sheet and margins. The size of a sheet on which 
a drawing is made must be exactly 8% by 14 inches. One of 
the shorter sides of the sheet is regarded as its top. The draw- 
ing must include a top margin of 2 inches and bottom and side 
margins of one-quarter inch from the edges, thereby leaving 
a “sight” precisely 8 by 11% inches. Margin boarder lines 
are not permitted. All work must bé included within the 
“aight.” The sheets may be provided with two %-inch-diam- 
eter holes having their centerlines spaced eleven-sixteenths 
inch below the top edge and 2% inches apart, said holes being 
equally spaced from the respective side edges. 

(c) Character of lines. All drawings must be made with 
drafting instruments or by a process which will give them 
satisfactory reproduction characteristics. Every line and letter 
must be absolutely tiack and permanent; the weight of all 
lines and letters must be heavy enough to permit adequate 
reproduction. This direction applies to all lines however fine, 
to shading, and to lines representing cut surfaces in sectional 
views. All lines must be clean, sharp, and solid, and fine or 
crowded lines should be avoided. Solid black should not be 
used for sectional or surface shading. Freehand work should 
be avoided wherever it is possible to do so. 


+ . « . . 
(h) [Revoked] 
- . . + ° 


(j) Arrangement of views. All views on the same sheet must 
stand in the same direction and should, if possible, stand so 
that they can be read with the sheet held in an upright post- 
tion. If views longer than the width of the sheet are necessary 
for the clearest iflustration of the invention, the sheet may 
be turned on its side so that the two-inch margin is on the 
right-hand side. One figure must not be placed upon another 
or within the outline of another. 


(1) Bwtraneous matter. An inventor's, agent’s, or attor- 
ney’s name, signature, stamp, or address, or other extraneous 
matter, will not be permitted upon the face of a drawing, 
within or without the margin, except that identifying indicia 
(attorney’s docket number, inventor’s name, number of sheets, 
etc.) should be placed within three-fourths inch of the top edge 
and between the hole locations defined in paragraph (b) of 
this section. Authorized security markings may be placed on 
the drawings provided they be outside the illustrations and 
are removed when the material is declassified. 


4. Section 1.85 is revised to read as follows : 
$1.85 Informal drawings. 

The requirements of § 1.84 relating to drawings will be 
strictly enforced. A drawing not executed in conformity 
thereto, if suitable for reproduction, may be admitted but in 
such case the drawing must be corrected or a new one fur- 
nished, as required. The necessary corrections or mounting will 
be made by the Office upon applicant’s request or permission 
and at his expense. (See §§ 1.21 and 1.165.) 
$1.87 [Revoked] 

5. Section 1.87 is revoked. 

6. In § 1.123, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.123 Amendments to the drawing. 


(a) No change in the drawing may be made except by per- 
mission of the Office. Permissible changes in the construction 
shown in any drawing may be made only by the Office. A 
sketch in permanent ink showing proposed changes, to become 
part of the record, must be filed. The paper requesting amend- 
ments to the drawing should be separate from other papers. 


© = * . + 
7. In § 1.165, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 
$1.165 Drawings. 


(b) The drawing may be in color and when color is a dis- 
tinguishing characteristic of the new variety, the drawing 
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must be in color, Two copies of color drawings must be sub- 
mitted. Color drawings may be made either in permanent water 
color or oil, or in lieu thereof may be photographs made by 
colur photography or properly colored on sensitized paper. Per- 
manently mounted color photographs are acceptable. The paper 
in any case must correspond in size, weight and quality to 
the paper required for other drawings. See § 1.84. Nonperma- 
nently mounted copies will be correctly mounted at applicant's 
expense, § 1.21(1). 
WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 

Approved: May 25, 1971. 


James H. WAKELIN, Jz., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


{FR Doc. 71-7504 Filed 5-27-71; 8:49 am) 
Published in 36 P.R, 9774; May 28, 1971 
{887 0.G. 1840] 





EXAMINATION OF APPLICATIONS 


INFORMAL APPLICATIONS OF FOREIGN 
APPLICATIONS 


(77) 


This Notice is of special] interest to attorneys and agents 
prosecuting applications on inventions originating abroad. 

Many applications filed in this Office correspond in form 
and substance to the requirements (regulations) of countries 
foreign to the United States. Since they were not originally 
drafted to comply with our Rules of Practice, especially those 
based on 35 U.S.C. 112, the first examination cannot be the 
full and complete one contemplated under current examining 
procedures. This first examination is necessarily limited, under 
MPEP 702.01, to pointing out the informalities and citing 
the results of a search, the search being based upon the inven- 
tion so far as it ean be understood from the foreign type of 
claims, often coupled with a somewhat generalized disclosure. 
Since U.S. Patent Office policy is to accord equal treatment 
to all cases regardless of origin, current examining procedures 
as explained in the address reprinted in 803 0.G. 893, subject 
these applications to final determination on the second action. 
It is obviously to applicant's advantage to file the applica- 
tion with an adequate disclosure and with claims which con- 
form to the U.S. Patent Office usages and requirements. This 
should be done whenever possible. If, however, due to the 
pressure of a Convention deadline or other reasons, this is 
not possible, applicants are urged to submit promptly, pref- 
erably within three months after filing, a preliminary amend- 
ment which corrects the obvious informalities. The infor- 
malities should be corrected to the extent that the disclosure 
is readily understood and the claims to be initially examined 
are in proper form, particularly as to dependency, and other- 
wise clearly define the invention. “New matter’ must be 
excluded from these amendments since preliminary amend- 
ments do not enjoy original disclosure status, section 


608.04(b), MPEP. 
EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Mar. 4, 1965. Commissioner of Patents. 


[812 0.G. 1295] 





(78) TERMINAL DISCLAIMERS FILED IN APPLICATIONS 


In view of the increasing number of terminal disclaimers 
being filed in pending applications under 35 U.S.C. 253, it is 
considered advisable to point out the practice to be followed 
in such cases. 

Since the claims of pending applications are subject to 
cancellation, amendment or remembering, a terminal disclaim- 
er directed to a particular claim or claims will not be accept- 
ed; the disclaimer must be of a terminal portion of the term 
of the entire patent to be granted. The statute does not 
provide for conditional disclaimers and accordingly, a pro- 
posed disclaimer which is made contingent on the allowance 
of certain claims cannot be accepted. The disclaimer should 
identify the disclaimant and his interest in the application 
and should specify the date when the disclaimer is to be- 
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come effective. An acceptable form for such a disclaimer is as 
follows : 


To the Commissioner of Patents : 


Your petitioner, John Doe, residing at in the 
county of and State of represents that 
he is (here state exact interest of the disclaimant and, if he 
is an assignee, set out the liber and page or reel and frame 
where the assignment is recorded) of application No, ______, 
filed on the day of 19 __ for 
Your petitioner hereby disclaims all that portion of the 
term of any patent to be issued on the said application sub- 
sequent to 

The disclaimer must be accompanied by the statutory fee. 


EDWARD J, BRENNER, 
Commissioner. 


Apr. 26, 1965. 
[814 0.G. 359] 





(79) PRacTice RE: TECHNICAL REJECTIONS 


In the interest of reducing the number of technical rejec- 
tions and expediting the prosecution of applications the fol- 
lowing changes will be instituted effective June 1, 1965: 

1. The inclusion of a negative limitation shall not, in itself, 
be considered a sufficient basis for objection to or rejection 
of a claim. However, if such a limitation renders the claim 
unduly broad or indefinite or otherwise results in a failure 
to point out the invention in the manner contemplated by 
35 U.S.C. 112, an appropriate rejection should be made. 

2. When materials recited in a claim are so related as to 
constitute a proper Markush group, they may be recited either 
in the conventional manner heretofore permitted, or alterna- 
tively. For example, if “. . . wherein R is a material selected 
from the group consisting of A, B, C and D” is a proper 
limitation then “. .. wherein R is A, B, C or D” shall also 
be considered proper. 

3. The use of Markush claims of diminishing scope shall not, 
in itself, be considered a sufficient basis for objection to or re- 
jection of claims, However, if such a practice renders the 
claims indefinite or if it results in undue multiplicity, an 
appropriate rejection shall be made. This change does not in 
any way affect the substantive law governing the treatment 
of Markush claims, The foregoing practice with respect to 
Markush claims of diminishing scope will be effective on an 
experimental basis until December 1, 1965, and, if it proves 
satisfactory, will then be adopted permanently. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 


Apr. 30, 1965. Commissioner. 
[814 0.G. 715] 
pease es WATE 

(80) “SPECIAL” EXAMINING PROcEDURE FoR CERTAIN 


New APPLICATIONS 


The trial of “Special” Examining Procedure for Certain 
New Applications as announced in 812 0.G. 953 and later 
modified by 817 0.G. 423 indicates the desirability of making 
such procedure available on a standard operating basis. Ac- 
cordingly, an additional category is being added to the list of 
situations in which an application may be advanced out of 
turn for examination, Rule 102 and M.P.E.P. 708.01 and 
708.02, The M.P.E.P. will be rewritten to incorporate this 
practice. 

Certain further modifications have been incorporated into 
the conditions and procedure ; most importantly, the new case 
now may be a continuing or divisional application, the pro- 
hibition against an application having an earlier effective 
U.S. filing date has been removed. Original limits on filing 
date and on number in any Group have previously been 
deleted. 

The full text of conditions and procedures now applicable 
appears below, and the notices in 812 0.G. 958 and 817 0.G. 
423 are accordingly rendered obsolete. 


REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES TO EFFECT ACCELERATED 
BXAMINATION OF NEW APPLICATIONS 


Requirements Precedent to Grant of Special Status for 
Accelerated Ezamination 


A new application (one which has not received any ex- 
amination by the examiner) may be granted special status 
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provided that applicant (and this term includes applicant's 
attorney or agent) concurrently : 


(a) Submits a written petition to make special. 

(b) Agrees that the application will not include more than 
ten claims at any time. Should the pending application 
contain more than ten claims when the request for spe 
cial status is filed, an amendment must be proposed at 
that time to reduce the number to not more than ten, 
which amendment will be entered only if the special 
status is granted. All of the claims presented for this 
special prosecution niust obviously be directed to a single 
invention. 

(c) Submits a statement that a pre-examination search 
was made, and specifying whether by the inventor, attor- 
ney, professional searchers, etc., and listing the field of 
search by class and subclass, publication, chemical ab- 
stracts, foreign patents, etc. 

(a) Submits one copy each of the references deemed most 
closely related to the subject matter encompassed by the 
claims, 

(e) Submits a detailed discussion of the references, which 
discussion points out, with the particularity required by 
Rule 111(b) and (c), how the claimed subject matter is 
distinguishable over the references. Where applicant in- 
dicates an intention of overcoming one of the references 
by affidavit under Rule 131, the affidavit must be sub- 
mitted before the application is taken up for action, but 
in no event later than one month after request for special 
status. 


In those instances where the request for this special status 
does not meet all the prerequisites set forth above, applicant 
will be notified and the defects in the request will be stated. 
The application will remain in the status of a new application 
awaiting action in its regular turn. In those instances where 
a request is defective in one or more respects, applicant will 
be given one opportunity to perfect the request. If perfected, 
the request will then be granted. 

Once a request has been granted, prosecution will proceed 
according to the procedure set forth below ; there is no provi- 
sion for “withdrawal” from this special status. 


Special Examining Procedure 

1. The new application, having been granted special status 
as a result of compliance with the requirements set out in the 
section titled “Requirements Precedent to Grant of Special 
Status for Accelerated Examination,” supra, will be taken up 
by the Examiner before all other categories of applications 
except those clearly in condition for allowance and these with 
set time limits, such as Examiner’s Answers, Decisions on 
Motions, etc., and will be given a complete first action which 
will include all essential matters of merit as to all claims. 
The Examiner’s search will be restricted to the subject matter 
encompassed by the claims. This first action will terminate 
with the setting of a three-month shortened period for re- 
sponse. 

2. During the three-month period for response, applicant 
is encouraged to arrange for an interview with the Examiner 
in order to resolve, with finality, as many issues as possible. 
In order to afford the Examiner time for reflective considera- 
tion before the interview, applicant or his representative 
should cause to be placed in the hands of the Examiner at 
least one working day prior to the interview, a copy (clearly 
denoted as such) of the amendment that he proposes to file 
in response to the Examiner’s action. Such a paper will not 
become a part of the file, but will form a basis for discussion 
at the interview. 

8. Subsequent to the interview, or responsive to the Ex- 
aminer’s first action if no interview was had, applicant will 
file his “record” response. The response at this stage, to be 
proper, must be restricted to the rejections, objections, and 
requirements made. Any amendment which would require 
broadening the search field will be treated as not a proper 
response. 

4. The examiner will within one month from the date of 
receipt of applicant’s formal response, take up the applica- 
tion for final disposition. This disposition will constitute 
either a final action which terminates with the setting of a 
three-month period for response, or a notice of allowance. 
No further response will be made by the Examiner after a 
final action with the exceptions that (a) an Examiner’s 
Answer may be prepared in response to an appeal brief, or 
(b) the application may be passed to issue. 
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5. A personal interview after final Office action will not be 
permitted unless requested by the Examiner. However, tele- 
phonic interviews will be permitted where appropriate for the 
purpose of correcting any minor matters which remain out- 
standing. 

RICHARD A, WAHL, 


Dee. 14, 1965. Asvistant Commissioner. 
[822 0.G. 2] 
LT 

(81) PROSECUTION OF PATENT APPLICATIONS 


AFrer FINAL ACTION 


Experience over the past several months indicates the need 
to re-emphasize certain areas of examining procedure outlined 
In Assistant Commissioner Wahl’s address to the Patent 
Examining Corps on September 24, 1965 (819 0.G. 893). 
Certain paragraphs or parts thereof are quoted below, with 
emphasis added. 


“It is planned, accordingly, that prosecution before 
the examiner should be essentially concluded after appli- 
cant’s first response and the examiner’s reply thereto. 
No amendments to claims, nor new claims, should be 
entered after final rejection, except in rare instances, 
unless it ie readily apparent that these place the case in 
condition for allowance or materially reduce or simplify 
the issues for appeal. Also, no amendments should be 
entered which raise new issues or require further search. 
However, if a response to a final rejection is received 
and it would clearly place the case in condition for allow- 
ance except for minor matters which could be cleared 
up over the telephone, the examiner should telephone 
applicant or his attorney or agent to try to promptly 
clear up such matters.” 


“In general, a very complete and thoroughly considered 
first response by applicant will be in order because it 
will determine the form and content of the claims, not 
only for the final consideration by the examiner, but also 
by the Board of Appeale if appeal be taken. In this 
connection, attention is directed to suggestions set forth 
im notices in the OrriciaAL GazETTE in recent years that 
applicant should include in his application at the time 
of filing, or after the first complete action, the most 
detailed claim that he would be willing to accept as well 
as the broadest claim to which he considers himself 
entitled.” 


“A third change in procedure is that in all cases 
wherein the examiner decides that a requirement for 
restriction to one invention or for election of species 
must be made, a telephone call will be made to applicant 
or his representative advising him of the situation and 
requesting a prompt election by return telephone call if 
the decision cannot be made immediately. When the 
election is made by telephone, the examiner in his action 
will make of record the complete requirement and will 
state the date of the call, the name of the applicant or 
his representative who made the election, and the result 
of the election. Such restriction or election requirements 
will, of course, be subject to written requests for recon- 
sideration (traverse) in accordance with Rule 143. If 
no reply is received to the examiner’s telephoned require- 
ment within a reasonable period, about three working 
days, he will proceed to make the requirement in a 
written action as heretofore.” 

In further implementation of these precedures, the follow- 
ing paragraphs add further details to take effect on the date 
of this notice and to apply to all Office actions taken or 
written, and to all communications received from applicant, 
on or after the effective date. 


FINAL ACTION AND PRE-APPEAL 


The prosecution ef an application before the examiner 
should ordinarily be conciuded with the final action. How- 
ever, one personal interview and one written response by 
applicant may be entertained after such final action if cir- 
cumstances warrant. Thus, only one request by applicant 
for a personal interview after final should be granted, but 
in exceptional circumstances, a second personal interview may 
be initiated by the examiner if in his judgment this would 
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materially assist in placing the application in condition for 
allowance. Any amendment submitted under Rule 116(a) and 
Rule 116(b) for purposes of appeal should be presented in 
the first response after final action and will be considered as 
heretofore; if any amendments are submitted after the ex- 
aminer’s reply to such first response, they should be refused 
entry as not warranted at this stage of prosecution, even 
though such amendments allegedly present rejected claims in 
better condition for appeal. Similarly, no affidavit should be 
considered if presented later than with the first response after 
final unless a showing is made under Rule 116(b). 

The practice will be continued of advising applicant by 
means. of the recently introduced form letter (POL—303) as 
to the disposition of proposed amendments to the claims aad 
as to the effect of any argument or affidavit submitted in the 
firet response after final action. 

If a response subsequent to the first response after final 
action is received before appeal and which on its face clearly 
places the application in condition for allowance, it should 
be entered and a notice of allowability (POL-—255) promptly 
sent to applicant; if such subsequent response does not on 
ite face place the application in condition for allowance, it 
should not be considered further (unless, in the examiner's 
judgment, there are only minor matters which could be readily 
cleared up in a telephone interview leading to a notice of 
allowance) and should be refused entry. A form letter 
(POL—309) will be used for notification that such subsequent 
responses do not place the application in condition for allow- 
ance. 

Requests for extension of the shortened statutory period for 
reply after final action, under Rule 130(b), will be considered 
by the Primary Examiner and if granted.will be for not more 
than one month; petitions for further extensions will be 
decided by the Commissioner or his designees in this matter. 
It should be noted that, under Rule 181(f), the filing of a 
Rule 181 petition will not stay the period for reply to an 
Examiner’s action which may be running against an appli- 
cation. 

APPEAL AND POST-APPEAL 

The record on appeal should be essentially the record before 
the examiner at the time appeal is taken. Thus, no amend- 
ments, except under Rule 193(b), presented after appeal has 
been taken should be entered for purposes of appeal, and no 
exception should be made to this, see Rule 116(c). Amend- 
ments, arguments, or affidavits filed concurrently with or of 
even date with appeal notice will be construed as filed after 
appeal for the purpose of this procedure, even though they 
may be the first response to the final action. In accordance 
with Rule 195, affidavits or exhibits submitted after the case 
has been appealed should be considered for entry only if 
applicant makes the necessary showing why they were not 
earlier presented; Rule 195 should be strictly construed in 
this regard. If after appeal has been taken, a paper is pre- 
sented which on ite face clearly places the application in 
condition for allowance, such paper should be entered and 
a notice of allowability (POL—255) promptly sent to applicant. 
If such paper does not on its face place the application in 
condition for allowance, it should not be considered further 
(unless in the examfner’s judgment there are only minor 
matters which could be readily cleared up in a telephone inter- 
view leading to a notice of allowance) and proposed amend- 
ments therein should not be entered. Notification that such 
papers do not place the application in condition for allowance 
will be made by use of a form letter (POL—309). 

In accordance with the above, the Brief should be directed 
to the claims and to the record of the case as they appeared 
upon filing the appeal, but it may, of course, withdraw from 
consideration on appeal any claims or issues as desired by 
appellant. 

Upon timely filing of a Brief, it will be referred to the 
examiner for his consideration of its propriety as to the 
appeal issues and for preparation of an Examiner’s Answer 
if the Brief is proper and the application is not allowable. 
The Examiner’s Answer will normally be of the shortened 
type referring to and relying on the final action; it may with- 
draw rejection of claims or any objection or requirement as 
desired by the examiner. No new ground of rejection or ob- 
jection should be incorporated in the Examiner’s Answer 
without express approval in each case by the Group Manager. 


RESTRICTION AND ELECTION 


A basic policy of the streamlined examining program 1s 
that the second action on the merits should be made final. 
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In those applications wherein a requirement for restriction 
or election is accompanied by the rejection of linking or 
generic claims, such action will be considered to be an action 
on the merits and the next action by the examiner should be 
made final. It may thus be to applicant’s advantage to make 
a telephone election in such cases prior to the first action. 

Requirements for restriction or election will continue to be 
governed by existing criteria. However, in stating a require- 
ment for restriction hereafter there should be no citation of 
patents to show separate status or classification or utility. 
The separate inventions should as heretofore be identified by 
a grouping of the claims with a short description of the total 
extent of the invention claimed in each group, specifying the 
tyye or relationship of each group as by stating the group is 
drawn to process, or to subcombination, or to product, etc., 
and should indicate the classification or separate status of 
each group, as for example, by class and subclass. 

The period for response to a requiremert for restriction or 
election, where there is no rejection of claims, wil' hereafter 
be set at 30 days. 


MANUAL OF PATENT EXAMINING PROCEDURE 


Procedures currently set forth in the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure which may be in conflict with the above 
are superseded by those anounced above. Change Notices 
and replacement pages will be issued in due course. 


MANUAL OF CLERICAL PROCEDURE 


This information will also be incorporated in the Manual 
of Clerical Procedure. 
RICHARD A. WAHL. 


[824 0.G. 4 (Mar. 1, 1966)] 





(82) DOvuBLE PATENTING 


In view of the uncertain situation which has arisen as a 
result of recent decisions dealing with “double patenting” 
it is thought to be advisable to restate the practice which 
should be followed in this area, particularly as regards the 
effect of terminal disclaimers. The term “double patenting” 
is properly applicable only to cases involving two or more 
applications and/or patents of the same inventive entity and 
should not be applied to situations involving commonly owned 
cases of different inventive entities. Sole and joint inventors 
cannot constitute a single entity, nor do two or more sets of 
joint inventors constitute a single entity if any individual is 
included in either set who is not also included in the other. 

If two or more cases are filed by a single inventive entity, 
and if the expiration dates of the patents, granted or to be 
granted, are the same, either because of a common issue date 
or by reason of the filing of one or more terminal disclaimers, 
two or more patents may properly be granted, if the claims 
do not overlap, even though the subject matter te which the 
claims of one case are directed may be obvious in view of the 
subject matter claimed in the other case. In re Robeson, 1964 
C.D. 561, 141 USPQ 485; Im re Kaye, 1964 C.D. 630, 141 
USPQ 829. Claims overlap within the meaning of this state- 
ment if it is possible for them to be infringed by the same 
process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter. 
Cross reading is not necessary to constitute such an overlap. 

Overlapping claims should not be allowed in cases filed by 
the same inventive entity if they are directed to identical 
inventive concepts, or if the concept to which one set of 
claims is directed would be obvious in view of that to which 
the other set is directed. This is true regardless of the rela- 
tive filing dates of the cases or the relative scope of the claims. 

In situations involving cases filed by different inventive 
entities, regardless of ownership, Sections 102 and 108 of 
35 U.S.C. preclude the granting of two or more patents when 
directed to identical inventive concepts or when one of the 
concepts would be obvious in view of the other, A terminal 
disclaimer can have no effect in this situation since the basis 
for refusing more than one patent is not connected with any 
extension of monopoly. 

In view of 35 U.S.C. 135, it is necessary to determine pri- 
ority of invention whenever two different inventive entities 
are claiming a single inventive concept, and this determination 
should ordinarily be made before any patent is issued. This 
is true regardless of ownership, and the provision of Rule 
201(¢c) that interferences will not be declared or continued 
between commonly owned cases unless good cause is shown 
therefor does not mean that two patents are to be allowed 
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in such cases, but that the common assignee should be called 
on to state which of the entities involved is prior to the other 
in date of invention. 

Accordingly, the assignee of two or more cases of different 
inventive entities, containing conflicting claims, should be 
called on to maintain a line of demarcation between them. 
If such a line is not maintained then, when one of the cases 
is in condition for allowance, claims covering the conflicting 
subject matter should be suggested as provided in Rule 203, 
care being taken to insure that such claims cover all the 
conflicting matter and the assignee should be called on to 
state which entity is the prior inventor of that subject matter 
and to limit the claims of the other application accordingly. 
If the assignee does not comply with this requirement and 
Presents the interfering claims in both cases, an interference 
should be declared, attention being directed to Rule 208 if 
there is a common attorney. If suggested claims are not 
presonted within the time allowed, rejection should be made 
on the ground of disclaimer as indicated in Rule 203(b). 

In the event that a common assignee, after taking out a 
patent on one of two or more applications, for the first time 
presents claims in a pending application wiich are not patent- 
ably distinct from claims of the patent, the claims of the 
application should be rejected on the ground that the assignee, 
by taking out the patent at a time when the application was 
not claiming the patented invention, is estopped to contend 
that the patentee is not the prior inventor. 

If a patent is inadvertently issued on one of two commonly 
owned applications by different inventive entities which at 
the time when the patent issued were claiming inventions 
which are not patentably distinct, the assignee should be called 
on to make a determination of priority as in the case of pend- 
ing applications and, if no election is made, an interference 
should be declared. An election of the applicant as the first 
inventor should not be accepted without a complete (not 
terminal) disclaimer of the conflicting claims in the patent. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Jan, 9, 1967. Commissioner. 


[834 0.G. 1615) 
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Experience since September 1, 1966, indicates that the 
non-final second action rejection practice announced on a 
trial basis at 829 O0.G. 1755 (M.P.E.P. Change Notice 10—1) 
has worked out satisfactorily for both the Office and the ap- 
plicants, Effective immediately, that practice as restated 
below will be followed on a regular basis. 

Second actions on the merits will not be made final where 
the examiner introduces a new ground of rejection not neces- 
sitated by amendment of the application by the applicant. 
Further, in carrying out this policy, a second action on the 
merits in any application will not be made final if it includes 
a rejection of any claim not amended by applicant where 
that rejection relies on newly cited art. Also, amendments 
complying with objections or requirements as to form are to 
be permitted after final action in accordance with Rule 
116(a). 


NON-FINAL SECOND ACTION REJECTION PRAcT:CE 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Jan. 30, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[835 0.G. 715] 
a 

(84) SPECIAL EXAMINING PROCEDURE FOR CERTAIN 


New APPLICATIONS 


The practice of granting special status to certain new 
applications as set forth in the Notice of December 14, 1965, 
822 0.G. 2, is modified to the extent indicated below in the 
ease where the Office determines that all of the claims pre- 
sented are not obviously directed to a single invention. 

Where the claims in a case are directed to more than 
one invention, an election without traverse will be a pre- 
requisite to the grant of special status. 

The election may be made by applicant at the time of filing 
the petition for special status. Should applicant fail to in- 
clude an election with the original papers or petition and the 
Office determines that a requirement should be made, the 
established telephone restriction practice will be followed. 

If otherwise proper, examination on the merits will pro- 
ceed on claims drawn to the elected invention. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 





JANUARY 4, 1972 


If applicant refuses to make an election without traverse, 
the application wili net be further examined at that time. 
The petition will be denied on the ground that the claims are 
not directed to a single invention, and the application will 
await action in its regular turn. 

Divisional applications directed to the non-elected inven- 
tions will mot automatically be given special status based on 
papers filed with the petition in the parent case. Each such 
application must meet on its own all requirements for the new 
special status. 

RICHARD.A. WAHL, 


Mar. 21, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
{837 0.G. 667] 
—— 

(85) New First ACTION PROCEDURE 


Effective January 2, 1968, a new practice involving the 
use of a revised form for the first page of the first Office 
Action will be instituted. The use of this new form will intro- 
duce some new practices and procedures and will terminate 
the “Interview Practice Preliminary to Notice Under 35 
U.S.C. 182” announced August 1, 1967, at 841 0.G. 1. 

The heading of the revised form containing the address 
and application identification will have a completely revised 
format to facilitate future pre-action addressing by automatic 
typewriter. 

Under the new procedure, the Examiner will signify on the 
revised form certain information including the period set for 
response, any attachments, and, in a “summary of action,” 
the position taken on all claims. 

The new procedure will also allow the Examiner, in the 
exercise of his professional judgment, to indicate that a dis- 
cussion with applicant's representative may result in agree- 
ments whereby the application may be placed in condition for 
allowance and that the Examiner will telephone the repre- 
sentative within about two weeks. Under this practice the 
applicant’s representative can be adequately prepared to con- 
duct such a discussion. Any resulting amendment may be made 
either by the applicant's attorney or agent or by the Examiner 
in an Examiner’s Amendment. It should be recognized that 
when extensive amendments are necessary it would be prefer- 
able if they were filed by the attorney or agent of record, 
thereby reducing the professional and clerical workload in the 
Patent Office and also providing the file wrapper with a better 
record, including applicant’s arguments for allowability as 
required by Rule 111. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Dee. 11, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[845 0.G. 1205] 
(86) MODIFICATION OF NOTICE OF JANUARY 31, 1967 


The practice set forth in the notice of January 31, 1967, 
entitled “Double Patenting” (834 O.G. 1615), is modified to 
the extent that when a single inventive entity is involved a 
terminal disclaimer will be accepted to avoid a double patent- 
ing rejection even if the claims overlap, if the claims which 
would otherwise be subject to such rejection could not have 
been allowed in the other application or patent, and if the 
terminal disclaimer further provides that the patent shall 
expire immediately if it ceases to be commonly owned with 
the other application or patent. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Feb. 14, 1968. Commissioner. 


[848 0.G. 1] 





(87) 


Some confusion exists in the interpretation of the estab- 
lished Office policy regarding the use of res judicata rejections. 
To clarify the Manual on this point the following changes are 
made—. 


pd second paragraph of MPEP 201.07 is rewritten 
to nead: 


CONTINUATIONS—Res JuDICATA REJECTIONS 


At any time before the patenting or abandonment of 
or termination of proceedings on his earlier application, 
an applicant may have recourse to filing a continuation 
in order to introduce into the case a new set of claims 
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and to establish a right to further examination by the 
primary Examiner. 

The last two sentences of MPEP 201.11 are deleted. 
MPEP 706.03(w) is rewritten to read : 

A prior adjudication against the inventor on the same 
or similar claims constitutes a proper ground of rejection 
as res judicata, See Ex parte Budde, 150 USPQ 469; 
828 0.G. 409. The rejection should be used only when 
the earlier decision was a decision of the Board of Ap- 
peals or any of the reviewing courts, and when the time 
for further court review has expired and no such review 
has been sought, or, if filed, the review action is termi- 
nated. The timely filing of a second application copending 
with an earlier application does not preclude the use of 
res judicata as a ground of rejection for the second appli- 
cation claims. 


When making a rejection on res judicata, action should 
ordinarily be made also on the basis of prior art. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[849 0.G. 277) 


Mar. 18, 1968. 





GUIDELINES FOR CONSIDERING DISCLOSURES OF 
UTILITY IN Drve Cases 


On December 5, 1967 the text of certain guidelines which 
the Patent Office proposed to adopt in the examination of 
applications for drugs, was published in the OrriciaL GazeTTa 
(845 O.G, 1). A hearing was had on January 16, 1968, and all 
persons, who desired to, were invited to attend and to submit 
their views, objections, recommendations or suggestious. The 
following guidelines are being published after consideration 
of all the material and opinions, both written and oral, which 
were submitted in response to that invitation. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


General 


These guidelines are set down to provide uniform handling 
of applications disclosing drug or pharmaceutical utility. They 
are intended to guide patent examiners and patent applicants 
as to criteria for utility statements. They deal with funda- 
mental questions and are subject to revision and amendment 
if future case law indicates this to be necessary. 

The following two basic principles shall be followed in 
considering matters relating to the adequacy of disclosure 
of utility in drug cases: 

(1) The same basic principles of patent law which apply in 
the field of chemical arts shall be applicable to drugs, and 

(2) The Patent Office shall confine its examination of dis- 
closure of utility to the application of patent law principles, 
recognizing that other agencies of the government have been 
assigned the responsibility of assuring conformance to the 
standards established by statute for the advertisement, use, 
sale or distribution of drugs.’ 


A drug is defined by 21 U.S.C. 321(g) 


The term “drug” means (A) articles recognized in the 
official United States Pharmacopeia, official Homeopathic 
Pharmacopela of the United States, or official National 
Formulary, or any supplement to any of them; and (B) 
articles intended for use in the diagnosis, cure, mitiga- 
tion, treatment, or prevention of disease in man or other 
animals; and (C) articles (other taan food) intended to 
affect the structure or any function of the body of man 
or other animals; and (D) articles intended for use as a 
component of any articles specified in clause (A), (B), 
or (C); but does not include devices or their components, 
parts or accessories, 


In addition, compositions adapted to be applied to or used 
by human beings, e.g., cosmetics, dentifrices, mouthwashes, 
ete., may be treated in the same manner as drugs subject to 
the conditions stated. 

Any proof of a stated utility or safety required pursuant to 
these guidelines may be incorporated in the application as 
filed, or may be subsequently submitted by affidavit if and when 
required. The Patent Office, in reaching its own independent 


(88) 


Mar. 19, 1968. 
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decisions on questions of utility and how to use under 85 
U.S.C. 101 and 112, will continue to avail itself of assistance 
and information from the Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare as authorized by 21 U.S.C. 372(b), when necessary. 

In accordance with the basic principles set forth above, the 
following procedures shall be followed in examining patent 
applications fn the drug field with regard to disclosures relat- 
ing to utility. 

35 U.8.0. 101 


Utility must be definite and in currently available form,* 
not merely for further investigation or research but commer- 
cial availability is mot necessary. Mere assertions such as 
“therapeutic agents,” * “for pharmaceutical purposes,” ¢ “bio- 
logical activity,” * “intermediates,” * and for making further 
unspecified preparations are regarded as insufficient. 

If the asserted utility of a compound is believable on its 
face to persons skilled in the art in view of the contemporary 
knowledge in the art, then the burden is upon the examiner 
to give adequate support for rejections for lack of utility under 
this section.’ On the other hand, incredible statements*® or 
statements deemed unlikely to be correct by one skilled in the 
art® in view of the contemporary knowledge in the art will 
require adequate proof on the part of applicants for patents. 

Proof of utility under this section may be established by 
clinical or in vivo or in vitro data, or combinations of these, 
which would be convincing to those skilled in the art. More 
particularly, if the utility relied on is directed solely to the 
treatments of humans, evidence of utility, if required, must 
generally be clinical evidence.“ Although animal tests may be 
adequate where the art would accept these as appropriately 
correlated with human utility.“ If there is no assertion of 
human utility,” or if there is an assertion of animal utility,* 
operativeness for use on standard test animals is adequate 
for patent purposes. 

Exceptions exist with respect to the general rule relating 
to the treatment of humans. For examp!+, compositions whose 
Properties are generally predictable from a knowledge of their 
components, such as laxatives, antacids and certain topical 
preparations, require little or no clinie proof.“ 

Although absolute safety is not necessary to meet the utility 
requirement under this section, a drug which is not sufficiently 
safe under the conditions of use for which it is said to be 
effective will not satisfy the utility requirement. Proof of 
safety shall be required only in those cases were adequate 
reasons can be advanced by the examiner for believing that 
the drug is unsafe, and shall be accepted if it establishes a 
reasonable probability of safety. 


$5 U.8.0. 112 


A mere statement of utility for pharmacological or chemo- 
therapeutic purposes may raise a question of compliance with 
Section 112, particularly “. . . as to enable any person 
skilled in the art to which it pertains . . . to use the same,” 
If the statement of utility dontains within it a connotation of 
how to use, and/or the art recognizes that standard modes of 
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administration are contemplated, Section 112 is satisfied, ** If 
the use disclosed is of such nature that the art is unaware of 
successful treatments with chemically analogous compounds, 
a more complete statement of how to use must be supplied 
than if such analogy were not present, * It is not necessary to 
specify the dosage or method of use if it. is obvious to one 
skilled in the art that such information could be obtained 
without undue experimentation.” 

With respect to the adequacy of disclosure that a claimed 
genus possesses an asserted utility representative examples 
together with a statement applicable to the genus as a whole 
will ordinarily be sufficient if it would be deemed likely by 
one skilled in the art, in view of contemporary knowledge in 
the art, that the claimed genus would possess the asserted 
utility.* Proof of utility will be required for other members of 
the claimed genus only in those cases where adequate reasons 
can be advanced by the examiner for believing that the genus 
as a whole does not possess the asserted utility. Conversely, 
a sufficient number of representative examples, if disclosed 
in the prior art will constitute a disclosure of the genus to 
which they belong. 

In the case of mixtures including a drug as an ingredient, 
or mixtures which are drugs, or methods of treating a specific 
condition with a drug, whether old or new, a specific example 
should ordinarily be set forth, which should include the or- 
ganism treated. In appropriate cases, such an example may be 
inferred from the disclosure taken as a whole and/or the 
knowledge in the art (e.g., gargie). 

Where the claimed compounds are capable of several differ- 
ent utilities and one use is adequately described in accordance 
with these guidelines, additional utilities will be investigated 
for compliance with Sections 101 and 112 only if not believ- 
able on their face to those ordinary skill in the art in view 
of the contemporary knowledge of the art. Failure to meet 
these standards may result in a requirement to cancel such 
additional utilities.” 

{849 0.G. 567] 


(89) APPLICATIONS TO Be TAKEN UP SPECIAL 


Hereafter the existence of the following facts will place 
the application concerned in the category of special cases, i.e., 
those to be advanced out of regular order for examination. 

Once a case is taken up for action by an Examiner accord- 
ing to its effective filing date, it should be treated as special 
by any Examiner, Art Unit or Group to which it may subse- 
quently be transferred. Exemplary situations includes: (1) 
new cases transferred as the result of a telephone election, 
and (2) cases transferred as the result of a timely response 
to any official action. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Feb, 29, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[850 0.G. 4] 
A 

(90) TRIAL MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIM PRACTICE 


For the trial period running from July 1, 1968, through 
December 81, 1968, all applications and amendments to appli- 
eattons filed in the Patent Office will be permitted to include 
multiple dependent claims which refer back to any of the 
preceding claims in the alternative whether independent or 
dependent. In this manner a claim may have a single number 
but would effectively be considered and treated as a plurality 
of claims, Entry into this program will require (1) the filing 
of a written request in which the applicant agrees to abide 
by the conditions of the program, and (2) the filing of appro- 
priate fees and a showing of the fee calculation. Although 
the trial period terminates December 31, 1968, the prosecution 
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of all applications placed in this program will continue under 
the program guidelines. 

A claim dependent upon any of a plurality of preceding 
claims will be considered in acceptable form and entered pro- 
vided it is otherwise acceptable and does not (1) cross statu- 
tory classes with any of its parent <laims, or (2) depend from 
any other multiple dependent claim, or (3) refer back to 
preceding claims in the conjunctive rather than the disjunc- 
tive form (e.g., “The tool as defined in any one of claims 1, 2, 
and 4. . .” is acceptable, but “The tool as defined in claims 
land2.. .” is not acceptable. Likewjse, “The tool as defined 
in claims i, 2, or 4. . .” is acceptable, wiiereas “The tool as 
defined in claims 1, 2 and/or 4...” is not acceptable). 
Should any dependent claim include a ‘claim association that 
violates any of the above prohibitions the claim will be re- 
jected as indefinite for failure to comply with 35 U.S.C. 112 
and will not be further treated with regard to any other claim 
association. Also, multiple dependent claims will not be con- 
sidered for entry after final rejection. Further, during this 
trial period, for the applications involved in this program the 
total numbered claims may not exceed ten. Non-compliance 
with this condicion will result in applicant being given one 
month to reduce the total numbered claims to ten. In newly 
filed cases, the failure to comply within the one month period 
will result in loss of filing date. In all other cases the entire 
amendment will not be entered in the absence of compliance 
with this requirement. 

It is suggested that the claims be arranged in order of 
narrowing scope whereby the first claim presented is the 
broadest. Claims dependent upon the broad claim should come 
next, followed by claims which are dependent upon any of 
the plurality of preceding claims. 


Practice and Rejections 


When acting on a multiple dependent claim. the Examiner 
will consider the patentability of the various claim associa- 
tions encompassed by said claim and apply any pertinent 
prior art in the usual manner. Each of these associations 
should be compared with the prior art, exactly as if it were 
presented as an independent claim. If a claim having multiple 
dependency should include both patentable and unpatentable 
claim associations, the Examiner will identify each of the 
patentable claim associations and identify and specifically re- 
ject each of the unpatentable claim associations. However, 
mere failure to reject a claim association does not give rise 
to a presumption of allowability. 

For fee purposes every claim which refers to any of the 
preceding claims will be considered effectively as a dependent 
claim for each association of claims that it represents, thereby 
effectively increasing the number of claims in the case, There- 
fore, in these cases the additional fees required for claims in 
excess of ten will be two dollars ($2.00) times the total effec- 
tive number of claims in excess of ten. This fee ig based on 
the fact that such a claim is, in substance and so far as the 
work of examination is concerned, equivalent to a number of 
dependent claims each based on a single preceding claim. 

Tn applications not under this program but having multiple 
dependent claims, it will be assumed that applicant intends 
these claims as effectively only a single claim. Accordingly, 
such claims will be considered alternative and therefore in- 
definite under 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Rule 75(¢) is hereby suspended for the duration of the 
trial period in those cases presenting multiple dependent 
claims under this program insofar as conflict exists between 
the requisites of the rule and the proposed practice. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





June 4, 1968. Assistant Commiesioner. 
[851 0.G. 893) 
(91) SPECIAL EXAMINING PROCEDURE 


The Special Examining Procedure whereby a new applica- 
tion may be granted special status and advanced for examina- 
tion is hereby revised to remove the condition limiting the 
application to no more than ten claims. The petition for 
special status will be granted regardless of the number of 
claims pending in the application at any time provided all 
other remaining conditions of this program are met (see 
MPEP 708.02). 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 

Assistant Commiesioner. 


[852 0.G. 509] 


June 12, 1968. 
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(92) REJECTIONS NOT BASED ON PRIOR ART 


The primary object of the examination of an application is 
to determine whether or not the claims define a patentable 
advance over the prior art. This consideration should not be 
relegated to a secondary position while undue emphasis is 
given to non-prior art or “technical” rejections. Effort in 
examining should be concentrated on truly essential matters, 
minimizing or eliminating effort on matters which may have 
played a part in the examination process in the past but 
which are not really critical. Where a major technical rejec- 
tion is proper (e.g., lack of proper disclosure, undue breadth, 
utility, ete.) such rejection should be stated with a full de- 
velopment of the reasons rather than by a mere conclusion 
coupled with some stereotyped expression. 

Generally speaking, the inclusion of (1) negative limita- 
tions and (2) alternative expressions, provided that the al- 
ternatively expressed elements are basically equivalents for 
the purpose of the invention, are permitted if no uncertainty 
or ambiguity with respect to the question of scope or breadth 
of the claim is presented. 

The examiner has the responsibility to make sure the word- 
ing of the claims is sufficiently definite to reasonably deter- 
mine the scope. It is applicant’s responsibility to select proper 
wording of the claim, except to the extent that the selection 
of words makes the claims indefinite. Under no circumstances 
should a claim be rejected merely because the Examiner pre- 
fers a different choice of wording. 

Rejections not based on prior art are explained in 706.03(a) 
to 706.03(y). IF THE ITALICIZED LANGUAGE IN THESE 
SECTIONS IS INCORPORATED IN THE REJECTION, 
THERE WILL BE LESS CHANCE OF A MISUNDERSTAND- 
ING AS TO THE GROUNDS OF REJECTION. 


RICHARD A, WAHL, 





July 23, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[853 0.G. 603] 
(93) DovusLe PATENTING AND TERMINAL DISCLAIMER 


The practice concerning double patenting and the effect of 
a terminal disclaimer on such a rejection is set out below. 
The notices of January 9, 1967, and February 14, 1968, re- 
lating to this subject are hereby superseded except with ref- 
erence to the practice described involving different inventive 
entities. 

Claims should be rejected on double patenting only in cases 
involving two or more applications and/or patents of the 
same inventive entity and not in situations involving com- 
monly owned cases of different inventive entities. Commonly 
owned cases of different inventive entities are to be treated 
in the manner set out in MPEP 804.03. 

If two or more cases are filed by a single inventive entity, 
and if the expiration dates of the patents, granted or to be 
granted, are the same, either because of a common issue date 
or by reason of the filing of one or more terminal disclaimers, 
two or more patents may properly be granted provided the 
claims of the different cases are not drawn to the same in- 
vention (In re Knohl, 155 USPQ 586; In re Griewold, 150 
USPQ 804). 

Claims that differ from each other (aside from minor differ- 
ences in language, punctuation, etc.), whether or not the 
difference is obvious, are not considered to be drawn to the 
same invention. In cases where the difference is obvious, 
terminal disclaimers are effective to overcome rejections on 
double patenting. However, such terminal disclaimers should 
include a provision that the patent shall expire immediately 
if it ceases to be commonly owned with the other application 
or patent. 

Where there is no such difference, the inventions are the 
same and a terminal disclaimer is ineffective. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Feb. 18, 1969. Commissioner. 


[860 0.G. 661] 





(94) REVISED DESIGN PATENT PRACTICE 


The following changes are being instituted in order to 
clarify the distinction between the ornamental design for an 
article being claimed in a design patent and its environment. 
These changes are to be followed in the examination of all 
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design applications as of the date of this notice. It is sug- 
gested that applicants initiate compliance with these changes 
in all pending design applications. 

The ornamental design which is being claimed must be 
shown in solid lines in the drawing. Dotted lines for the pur- 
pose of indicating unimportant or immaterial features of the 
designed article are no longer permitted. There are no por- 
tions of a design which are immaterial or unimportant. In re 
Blum, 852 0.G. 1045 ; 153 USPQ 177. 

The title of the article being claimed in a design patent 
must correspond to the name of the article shown in solid 
lines in the drawing. 

RICHARD A, WAHL, 





Feb, 26, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[860 0.G. 999) 
(95) “MERE FUNCTION OF MACHINE”’—REJECTION 


In view of the decision of the Court of Customs and Patent 
Appeals in In re Tarczy-Hornoch appearing at 158 USPQ i141, 
process or method claims will no longer be subject to a rejec- 
tion by Patent Office examiners solely on the ground that 
they define the inherent function of a disclosed machine 
or apparatus, Accordingly, the subject matter of MPEP 
706:03(r) is inapplicable and hereby cancelled, 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Feb. 10, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[861 0.G. 343] 
(96) FINAL REJECTION—Fi1Rst ACTION 


The claims of a new application may be finally rejected 
in the first Office action in those situations where (1) the 
new application is a continuing application of, or a substi- 
tute for, an earlier application, and (2) all claims of the new 
application (a) are drawn to the same invention claimed in 
the earlier application, and (b) would have been properly 
finally rejected on the art of record in the next Office action 
if they had been entered in the earlier application, A first 
action final rejection in a continuation-in-part application 
is not proper where any claim includes subject matter not 
present in the parent case. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Mar. 20, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
{861 O0.G, 1011] 
A 
(97) TRIAL MULTIPLE DEPENDANT CLAIM 


PRACTICE—TERMINATION 


In view of the limited interest as evidenced by the small 
degree of participation, the trial multiple dependent claim 
practice announced at 851 O.G. 893, June 25, 1968, and run- 
ning from July 1, 1968 through December 31, 1968, will not 
be reinstituted as a regular procedure. 

All of the applications filed and accepted under this pro- 
gram will continue under the provisions of the program 
throughout their prosecution. 


RICHARD A, WAHL, 





June 9, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[864 0.G, 328) 
(98) RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT (‘\SES 


{87 CFR Part 1] 
Preexamination 


Notice 0f proposed rule making regarding an amendment of 
Part 1, Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations by adding thereto 
a new center headling reading “Preexamination” and a new 
$1.98 relating to the submission of a patentability brief, was 
published tn the Federal Register of July 81, 1969 (34 F.R. 
12582). As a result of further deliberations, the Patent Office 
has decided under the authority contained in section 6 of the 
Act of July 19, 1952 (66 Stat. 793 ; 35 U.S.C. 6), to revise the 
original proposal in the manner set forth below, This revise¢ 
proposal would expedite the prosecution of applications and 
strengthen the presumption of validity of issued patents. 
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Parties who desire to present their views, objections, recom- 
mendations, or suggestions in connection with this revised 
proposal are invited to do so by letter addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Patents, Washington, D.C. 20231, on or before 
October 23, 1969, Oral comments may be presented at a hear- 
ing to be held on Thursday, October 23, 1969, at 9 a.m. d.s.t., 
in Room 34—3D50, Building 34, 2011 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, Va, All persons wishing to be heard oraily are 
requested to notify the Commissioner of Patents of their in- 


tended appearance. 
PREEXAMINATION 


$1.98 Patentability brief. 

(a) At the time of filing an application, or at such time as 
may be specified in an official notice, the applicant shall sub- 
mit a patentability brief. The brief shall identify a reasonable 
number of patents and publications that were believed to be 
prior art and were specifically considered most pertinent in 
connection with the invention claimed in the application. The 
brief shall further include an explanation as to why the claims 
in such application are deemed patentable over the identified 
patents and publications. Copies of the identified patents and 
publications, other than patents of the United States, shall 
be submitted with the brief. The patentability brief shall not 
be construed as a representation that a search has been made 
or that no better art exists than that identified as having been 
specifically considered. 

(b) If no prior art was specifically considered in connec- 
tion with the invention claimed {n the application, the brief 
shall include an express statement to that effect with an ex- 
planation as to why the claims are deemed patentable. 

(ce) Neither matters of judgment in identifying patents, 
publications, or any other prior art, whether or not required 
by this section, nor inadvertent failure to comply with the 
provisions of this section shall constitute grounds for refusing 
to issue a patent. 

WILLIAM B, SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : September 5, 1969. 
Myron Trisus, 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


(F.R. Doe. 6989-10756; Filed, Sept. 8, 1969; 8:48 a.m.] 
Published in 34 F.R. 14176, Sept. 9, 1969 
[866 0.G, 1402] 





(99) CLAIM INTERPRETATICN 


The notice of January 15, 1968, appearing in the OrFictaL 
GazeTTe of February 13, 1968 (847 O.G. 331) and concerned 
with statements relating to the scope of the invention claimed 
in patent applications, is hereby rescinded. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Sept. 12, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[867 0.G. 1) 
(100) EXAMINATION OF PATENT APPLICAT:ONS ON 


CoMPUTER PROGRAMS 
Notice of Rescission of Guidelines 


Notice regarding the adoption by the Patent Office of guide- 
lines for the examination of patent applications on computer 
programs was published in the Federal Register of October 22, 
1968 (33 F.R, 15600), and in the OrrictaL GazerTre of the 
Patent Office of October 22, 1968 (855 0.G. 829). 

In view of the decision by the U.S. Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals in “In re Prater et al.,” 162 USPQ 541, 866 
0.G. 1034 (1969), the adopted guidelines are hereby rescinded, 
effective immediately. For the time being, adoption of new 
guidelines for the examination of patent applications is being 
deferred pending further judicial interpretation of the law on 
a case-by-case basis. 

Consideration of “In re Prater et al.,” has brought into 
question the advisability of issuing guidelines for the exami- 
nation of patent applications on computer programs. Parties 
who desire to present their views, recommendations, or sug- 
gestions concerning such guidelines are invited to do so, by 
letter addressed to the Commissioner of Patents, Washington, 
D.C. 20231. Those parties who recommend the issuance of 
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such guidelines are invited to submit comments concerning the 
proposed language of the guidelines, 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved: October 3, 1969. 
Myron TriBus, 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


(F.R. Doe, 6912194; Filed, Oct. 9, 1969, 8: 48 a.m.) 
Published 34 F.R. 15724, October 10, 1969 
[868 0.G. 349) * 





(101) CERTAIN CASES 


Reopening After Decision, Board of Appeals 


Effective with the date of this notice the Commissioner of 
Patents will, on a trial basis, entertain petitions under 
§1.198 of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations (Patent 
Office Rule 198), to reopen certain cases in which an appli- 
cant has sought review under 35 U.S.C. 141 or 145. This pro- 
cedure is restricted to cases which have been decided by the 
Board of Appeals and which are amendable to settlement 
without the need for going forward with the court proceeding. 
Such petitions will ordinarily be granted only in the follow- 
ing categories of cases: 

1, When the decision of the Board of Appeals asserts that 
the rejection of the claims is proper because the claims do 
not include a disclosed limitation or because they suffer from 
some other curable defect, and the decision reasonably is 
suggestive that claims including the limitation or devoid of 
the defect will be allowable ; 

2. When the decision of the Board of Appeals asserts that 
the rejection of the claims is proper because the record does 
not include evidence of a specified character, and is reason- 
ably suggestive that if such evidence were presented, the 
appealed claims would be allowable, and it is demonstrated 
¢hat such evidence presently exists and can be offered ; or 

3. When the decision of the Board of Appeals is based on 
a practice, rule, law, or judicial precedent which, since the 
Board's decision, has been rescinded, repealed, or overruled. 

Any such petition must be accompanied by the proposed 
amendment, evidence, or argument said to justify allowance 
of the claims. The petition further must point out how the 
ease falls within one of the preceding categories. Failure to 
do so or failure of the case to qualify as coming within one 
of the categories will usually constitute bases for denying 
the petition. In any event, no case will be reopened unless 
it is for the consideration of matters not already adjudicated, 
and sufficient cause has been shown. 

Such petitions will not be ordinarily entertained after the 
filing of the Commissioner’s brief in cases in which review 
has been sought under 35 U.S.C. 141, or after trial in a 
35 U.S.C. 145 case. 

In the case of an appeal under 35 U.S.C. 141, if the peti- 
tion is granted, steps will be taken to request the court to re- 
mand the case to the Patent Office and if so remanded the 
proposed amendments, evidence, and arguments will be en- 
tered of record in the application file for consideration, and 
further action will be taken by the Board of Appeals in the 
first instance or by the Examiner as may be appropriate. In 
the case of civil action under 35 U.S.C. 145, steps will be 
taken for obtaining dismissal of the action without prejudice 
to consideration of the proposals. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : Oct. 16, 1969. 
Myron TRIBUS, 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


(F.R. Doc. 69—12674 ; Filed Oct. 22, 1969; 8:48 a.m.] 
Published in 34 7.R. 17210, Oct. 23, 1969 
(868 0.G. 1058] 





(102) PROSECUTION AND DELIVERY OF AMENDMENTS 
General 


Many of the difficulties encountered in the prosecution of 
patent applications after final rejection may be alleviated if 
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each applicant includes, at the time of filing or no later than 
the first response, claims varying from the broadest to which 
he believes he is entitled to the most detailed that he is will- 
ing to accept. 


Prosecution After Final Rejection 


To expedite the resolution of cases under final rejection, 
an amendment filed at any time after final rejection but before 
an appeal brief is filed, may be entered upon or after filing 
of an appeal provided the total effect of the amendment is to 
(1) remove issues for appeal, and/or (2) adopt Examiner sug- 
gestions. Of course, if the amendment necessitates a new 
search, raises the issue of new matter, presents additional 
claims without cancelling a corresponding number of finally 
rejected claims, or otherwise introduces new issues, it will 
not be entered. Examiners will continue to respond to all non- 
entered amendments after final rejection, and will indicate the 
status of each claim of record or proposed, including the 
designation of claims that would be entered on the filing of an 
appeal if filed in a separate paper. It should be noted that an 
amendment placing a case in condition for allowance will be 
enterable by the Examiner at any stage prior to forwarding 
the answer on appeal. Except where an amendment merely 
cancels claims and/or adopts Examiner suggestions, removes 
issues for appeal, or in some other way requires only a cursory 
review by the Examiner, compliance with the requirement of 
a showing under Rule 116(b) will be expected of all amend- 
ments after final rejection. 

In accordance with prior practice, in order to prevent aban- 
donment, a timely filed amendment after final rejection that 
reaches the Examiner near the end or after the expiration of 
the period for response, may be entered in part if this can be 
done to make the case allowable (e.g., a second amendment 
after final rejection filed on the last day of the response period, 
where no appeal has been filed and the amendment cancels 
all rejected claims and proposes to add claims, at least one 
of which is unpatentable, entry would be approved to the ex- 
tent of cancelling the rejected claims and entering only the 
patentable claims). 

Only one attorney-initiated personal interview will be per- 
mitted after final rejection. However, the Examiner may initi- 
ate an interview anytime he believes it would expedite the 
prosecution of the application. 


Hand Delivery of Papers 


For purposes of convenience in those cases where the attor- 
ney and the Examiner agree that a proposed amendment dis- 
cussed during a personal interview would place the applica- 
tion in condition for allowance, the amendment may be left 
with the Examiner to become an official paper in the file with- 
out routing through the mail room, provided no additional 
fees are required. Where the case is under final rejection, if 
changes in the proposed amendment are necessary and these 
changes are not practical to be made by Examiner's Amend- 
ment, the attorney or a local associate will be permitted to 
hand deliver a corrected amendment to the Examiner, pro- 
vided no additional fees are required and further that the 
amendment is submitted to the Examiner by the end of the 
next working day following the interview and within the 
period for response. 

The Examiner who accepts these amendments will write 
“entry approved” in the left-hand margin of the first page of 
the amendment, date and initial the amendment, and then 
have it date stamped with the Group Stamp. For applications 
under final rejection acceptance of a hand delivered amend- 
ment will require the initials of a Primary Examiner. 

The privilege of personal delivery of papers by attorneys 
to the Examining Groups is extended to requests for exten- 
sions of time in addition to amendments of the type referred 
to above. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Noy. 10, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[869 0.G. 345] 
—_—_—_———— 

(108) Petition To Revive PRACTICE 


Effective immediately, a decision on a petition to revive an 
abandoned application will be based solely on whether a satis- 
factory showing has been made that the delay was unavoidable 
(35 U.S.C, 133). A petition to revive will not be considered 
unless the petition fee and a proposed response to the iast 
Office action have been received (Rule 137). 
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The granting of a petition to revive does not serve in any 
way as a determination that the proposed response to the 
Office action is completely responsive. Revived applications 
will be forwarded to the examiner to determine the complete- 
ness of the proposed response. Such applications must be taken 
up Special, If the examiner determines that the response is 
complete, he should promptly take the case up for action, If 
the proposed response is not a complete response to the last 
Office action, the examiner should write a letter to the appli- 
cant informing him of the specific defects in his response and 
set a one-month time limit for applicant to complete his re- 
sponse. If the applicant does not complete his response within 
the set one-month limit, the application is again abandoned. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Dee. 11, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[869 0.G. 1362] 
—_—_—_———— EEE 
(104) ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


In signing the National Environmental Policy Act on the 
first day of this decade, President Nixon declared, “‘The 1970's 
absolutely must be the years when America pays its debt to 
the past by reclaiming the purity of its air, its waters and 
our siving environment.” This landmark legislation declares 
that it is the continuing policy of the Federal Government to 
use all practicable means and measures to foster and promote 
the general welfare, create and maintain conditions under 
which man and nature can exist in productive harmony, and 
fulfill the social, economic, and other requirements of present 
and future generations of Americans. The Act further directs 
that, to the fullest extent possible, the policies, regulations, 
and public laws of the United States shall be interpreted and 
administered in accordance with the policies set forth in this 
Act. 

In accordance with the desires of the President and this 
mandate of the Congress, the Patent Office will accord 
“special” status to all patent applications for inventions which 
materially enhance the quality of the environment of man- 
kind by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of the 
basic life-sustaining natural elements—air, water, and soil. 
In order that the Patent Office may implement this procedure, 
we request that all applicants desiring to participate in this 
program request that their applications be accorded “special” 
status. Such requests should be written, should identify the 
applications by serial number and filing date, and should be 
accompanied by affidavits or declarations under Rule 102 ex- 
plaining how their inventions contribute to the restoration or 
maintenance of one of these life-sustaining elements. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 


Jan. 29, 1970. Commissioner of Patents. 
(871 0.G. 673] 
Bre Se ee 

(105) PertTirion To Revive PRACTICE—CLARIFICATION 


In clarification of the notice of Dec. 11, 1969 (869 0.G. 
1362), the practice set forth in the second paragraph thereof 
is limited to proposed “responses” before final rejection. 
While a response to a non-final action may be either an argu- 
ment or an amendment under Rule 111, a response to a final 
action “must include cancellation of, or appeal from the re- 
jection of, each claim so rejected” under Rule 113. 

Accordingly, in any case where a final rejection had been 
made, the proposed response required for consideration of a 
petition to revive must be either an appeal or an amendment 
that cancels all the rejected claims or otherwise prima facte 
places the application in condition for allowance. 

In those situations where abandonment occurred because 
of the failure to file an appeal brief, the proposed response, 
required for consideration of a petition to revive, must include 
a brief accompanied by the proper fee. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Feb. 20, 1970. Assistant Commissioner. 
(878 0.G. 1] 
—_—_—_——————— 

(106) TIMELY PRESENTATION oF AFFIDAVITS OF Dec- 


LARATIONS UNDER RULEs 131 AND 182 


All affidavits or declarations under Rule 131 or 182 must 
be timely presented in order to be admitted. 
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Affidavits and declarations submitted prior to a final rejec- 
tion will be considered timely. 

An affidavit or declaration presented with a first rexponse 
after final rejection for the purpose of overcoming a new 
ground of rejection or requirement made in the final rejection 
will be entered and considered without a showing under 
Rule 116(b). 

No other affidavit or declaraticn, uader Rule 131 or 132, pre- 
sented after a final rejection, will be considered unless a satis- 
factory showing is made under Rule 116(b) or 195. 

All admitted affidavits or declarations will be acknowledged 
and commented upon by the Examiner in his next succeeding 
action, 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





July 9, 1970. Assistant Commissioner of Patents. 
{877 0.G, 243] 
(107) ABBREVIATED First ACTIONS ON THE MERITS 


Starting on or about February 1, 1971, and continuing for 
a trial period of up to twelve months, a newly developed form 
(PO-1142) will be used for first actions on the merits of 
patent applications involving claims subject to rejection and/ 
or objection on statutory or other legal grounds. 

The form is designed to furnish a clear, full, and vomplete 
first action including the reasons for rejection and/or objec- 
tion together with such information and references as may be 
useful in judging the propriety of continuing the prosecution, 
all in accordance with the statute (35 U.S.C. 132) ; and it is 
intended to abridge the action with condensed language using 
essential words and phrases in abbreviated form, in order to 
expedite the prosecution and reduce the pendency time of 
applications awaiting examination, Where found necessary 
in exceptional cases, a regular action without the form will 
be used. 

For abbreviation purposes, references referred to on the 
form will be designated by capital letters and identified on 
revised reference list PO—892, and their correlation as applied 
to the claims will be indicated by symbols illustrated and 
explained on the bottom of the form. Sections 100-103, and 
112 of the patent statute are reproduced on the back of the 
form. 

Summary sheet POL—326 will continue in use with all first 
actions, and has been revised to identify different parts of 
the sheet as “Part I” and “Part II.” Form PO—1142 will be 
distinguished as “Part III,” and if a second copy of the form 
fs necessary and is used to complete the action it will be 
marked for distinction as “Part IIle” (a regular typed page 
if annexed to an action with the form will be designated as 
“Part IV”). All parts of the action after Part I (Parts II, 
TIT, and IV) will each have numbered paragraphs starting 
with the numeral 1, and communications relating thereto may 
be properly identified by the number on the particular part 
(for example, paragraph 2 on Part III may be ideutified as 
paragraph III-2). 

As noted, Form PO-—1142 will be used only for first actions 
on the merits concerned with claims subject to rejection and/ 
or objection on statutory or other legal grounds. It will not be 
used for any subsequent action nor a first action made final 
as in a continuing application. 

Second actions on the merits will be final according to pre- 
vailing practice, and any reference referred to in these or sub- 
sequent actions will be identified by name or otherwise in 
conventional manner, not by capital letters as used on Form 
PO-1142, For this reason, use of conventional reference iden- 
tification in response to all Office actions will be helpful. 

Only one carbon copy of the action will be furnished in 
accordance with the Notice of October 21, 1970, entitled 
“Office Actions” and appearing in 880 0.G. 740. 

All other Office policies, practices, and procedures remain 
in effect. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Jan, 5, 1971. Assistant Commissioner. 
[883 0.G. 2] 
(108) AFTER FINAL REJECTION PRACTICE 


{37 CFR Part 1] 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the authority con- 
tained in section 6 of the Act of July 19, 1952 (66 Stat. 793 ; 
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35 U.S.C. 6), the Patent Office proposes to amend Title 37 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations by revising §§ 1.116, 1.191, 
1,192, and 1.193, and by adding § 1.130, 

All persons interested in presenting their views and objec- 
tions and recommendations in connection with the proposed 
changes are invited to do so on or before March 23, 1971, on 
which day a hearing will be held at 2 p.m., e.s.t., in Room 
8C06, Building 2, 2011 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, 
Va. All persons wishing to be heard orally are requested to 
notify the Commissioner of Patents of their intended appear- 
ance. Any written comments or suggestions may be inspected 
by any person upon written request a reasonable time after 
the closing date for submitting comments. 

The proposed changes, if adopted, will provide a basis for 
a revised procedure for treating amendments filed after a 
final rejection. A proposed additional section is added to in- 
corporate the existing practice relative to affidavits. 

The proposed procedure will provide that all timely filed 
first amendments after final rejection be entered as a matter 
of right, subject to the limitation that additional claims will 
not be entered beyond the number that would result in the 
total number of claims under prosecution equalling the number 
of claims finally rejected. Only those second and subsequent 
amendments which cancel claims will be entered as a matter 
of right. The entry and treatment of any other amendments 
filed at this stage will be entirely within the discretion of 
the examiner. 

A distinction will be made between first amendments after 
final rejection filed within 2 months from the date of the final 
rejection and those filed after that period. 

A first amendment after final rejection filed within 2 months 
of the final rejection will receive a full and complete advisory 
action as soon as possible after its receipt in the Patent Office. 
Under these circumstances, the revised procedure would per- 
mit the filing of an appeal within the period for response to 
the final rejection or within 1 month from the date of the 
advisory action, whichever is later. However, if an appeal 
had been filed before the mailing of the advisory action, the 
appeal brief would not be due until 2 months after the date 
of the advisory action. 

Amendments filed later than 2 months after the date of 
the final rejection in nonappeared cases may be answered at 
the examiner's discretion, but no additional time will be al- 
lowed for appeal. However, if an appeal is filed in these cases, 
a full and complete advisory action will be rendered and the 
time for filing the brief will be extended to expire 2 months 
from the date of the advisory action. 

After jurisdiction of an application transfers to the Board 
of Appeals, no amendments will be considered for entry ex- 
cept those restricted to cancellation of claims or copying 
claims for purposes of interference. 

If new issues are presented in the claims as amended or 
presented after final rejection, they will be rejected in the 
advisory action on the ground of being drawn to new issues. 
These rejections will be reviewable by the Buard of Appeals 
as “adverse decisions of examiners” (35 U.S.C. 7). 

The current practice of normally making the second action 
on the merits final and setting of a 3-month period for re- 
sponse will continue, However, the practice of granting an 
automatic 1-month extension of time if an amendment is filed 
(notices of Aug. 7, 1967 ; 841 O.G. 1411 and of Sept. 26, 1968 ; 
855 O.G. 1109) will be terminated, and extensions of time at 
this stage of the prosecution will not be encouraged. Further, 
any extension of time granted after a fina! rejection -will not 
affect the 2-month period and the privilege of an advisory 
action. 

The present policy concerning consideration of affidavits, 
declarations, and exhibits will remain unchanged. 

Holding of interviews after final rejection will be at the pri- 
mary examiner's discretion. 

This procedure will also allow the examiner to prepare 
examiner's answers which simply refer to the final rejection 
or the advisory action in most instances. 

The sections, if amended as proposed, would read as follows : 


$1.116 Amendments after final action. 


* * * * 7 


(b) A first amendment presented after final rejection will 
be entered and considered, but the total number of claims 
under prosecution may not exceed the total number finally 
rejected. Entry of second and subsequent amend#ements after 
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final rejection will normally be limited to only those which 
cancel claims. 

(c) A first amendement filed within 2 months after the 
date of the final rejection, or after appeal, will receive a full 
and complete advisory action. Tf not previously filed, an ap- 
peal may be filed in such cases within the period for response 
to the final rejection or within 1 month from the date of the 
advisory action, whichever is later. In those cases where an 
appeal was filed before the date of the advisory action, the 
appeal brief is due 2 months after the date of the advisory 
action. 

(da) After jurisdiction of an appealed case passes to the 
Board of Appeals no amendments may normally be made (see 
§ 1.191(d)). After decision on appeal, amendments can only 
be made as provided in § 1.198, or to carry into effect a 
recommendation under § 1.196. 

(e) Amendments after final rejection shall not introduce 
new issues into the prosecution. 


$1.130 Affidavits, declarations, or exhibits after final re- 
jection. 

Affidavits, declarations, or exhibits submitted with a first 
reply after final rejection for the purpose of overcoming a 
new ground of rejection or requirement made in the final 
rejection, shall be admitted and considered. No other affidavit, 
declaration, or exhibit presented after final rejection will be 
admitted and considered without a showing of good and 
sufficient reasons why they were not earlier presented. 


$1.191 Appeal to Board of Appeals. 

(a) Every applicant for a patent or for reissue of a patent, 
any of the claims of which have been twice rejected, or who 
has been given a final rejection (§ 1.113) may, upon the pay- 
ment of the fee required by law, appeal from the decision 
of the primary examiner to the Board of Appeals within the 
time allowed for response. (See § 1.116(c).) 
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(d) The jurisdiction of an appealed case is retained by the 
primary examiner until the time for filing a reply to the 
examiner’s answer (§ 1.193(b)) has expired, at which time 
the Board of Appeals will take jurisdiction of the same. 


$1.192 Appellant’s brief. 

(a) The appellant shall, within 2 months from the date 
of the appeal, or within the time allowed for response to the 
action appealed from, or within the time allowed in an ad- 
visory action (§ 1.116(b)), whichever is later, file a brief, 
accompanied by the requisite fee. Said brief shall include all 
of the authorities and arguments on which he will-rely to 
maintain his appeal, including a concise explanation of the 
invention which should refer to the drawing by reference char- 
acters, and a copy of the claims involved, at the same time 
indicating if he derires an oral hearing. Two extra copies of 
the brief are required if an oral hearing is requested. Upon 
a showing of sufficient cause the time for filing the brief may 
be extended to a date not later than 2 months after the 
original expiration date. Any longer or further extensions 
must be sought from the Commissioner. All requests for ex- 
tensions must be filed prior to the expiration of the period 
sought to be extended. 


. . . * . 
$1.193 Ezvaminer’s answer. 
. . . . . 


(b) The appellant may file a reply brief directed only to 
such new points of argument as may be raised in the examin- 
er’s answer, within 1 month from the date of such answer. 
However. if the examiner’s answer states a new ground of 
rejection appellant may file a reply thereto within 2 months 
from the date of such answer; such reply may include any 
amendment or material appropriate to the new ground. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


Approved: January 22, 1971. 


RicHarp O. SIMPSON, 
Acting Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


(FR Doc. 71-1167 Filed 1-27-71; 8:47 a.m.] 
Pub. in 36 F.R. 1356-57, Jan. 28, 1971 
[883 0.G. 880] 
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(109) DEPOSIT OF MICROORGANISMS 


Some inventions which are the subject of patent applica- 
tions depend on the use of microorganisms which must be 
described in the specification in accordance with 35 U.S.C. 
112. No problem exists when the microorganisms used are 
known and readily available to the public. When the inven- 
tion depends on the use of a microorganism which is not 80 
known and readily available, applicants must take additional 
steps to comply with the requirements of Section 112. 

In re Argoudelis et al., 168 USPQ 99 (CCPA, 1970), ac- 
cepted a procedure for meeting the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 
112. Accordingly, the Patent Office will accept the following 
as complying with the requirements of Section 112 for an 
adequate disclosure of the microorganism required to carry 
out the invention : 


(1) The applicant, no later than the effective U.S. filing 
date of the application, has made a deposit of a culture 
of the microorganism in a depository affording per- 
manence of the deposit and ready accessibility thereto 
by the public if a patent is granted, under conditions 
which assure (a) that access to the culture will be 
available during pendency of the patent application 
to one determined by the Commissioner to be entitled 
thereto under Rule 14 of the Rules of Practice in 
Patent Cases and 35 U.S.C. 122, and (b) that all re- 
strictions on the availability to the public of the cul- 
ture so deposited will be irrevocably removed upon 
the granting of the patent ; 

Such deposit is referred to in the body of the specifica- 
tion as filed and is identified by deposit number, name 
and address of the depository, and the taxonomic de- 
scription to the extent available is included in the 
specification ; and 

The applicant or his assigns has provided assurance 
of permanent availability of the culture to the public 
through a depository meeting the requirements of (1). 
Such assurance may be in the form of an averment 
under oath or by declaration by the applicant to this 


effect. 


A copy of the applicant’s contract with the depository may 
be required by the Examiner to be made of record as evidence 
of making the culture available under the conditions stated 


(2) 


(3) 





above. 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Apr. 29, 1971. Assistant Commissioner. 
[886 0.G. 638] 
(110) ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


The National Environmental Policy Act declares that it is 
a continuing policy of the Federal Government to use all 
practicable means and measures to foster and promote the 
general welfare, create and maintain conditions under which 
man and nature can exist in productive harmony, and fulfill 
the social, economic, and other requirements of present and 
future generations of Americans. The Act further directs that, 
to the fullest extent possible, the policies, regulations, and 
public laws of the United States shall be interpreted and ad- 
ministered in accordance with the policy set forth in the Act. 

Following the enactment of the National Environmental 
Policy Act, the Patent Office initiated an Environmental 
Quality Program under which it accorded, upon request, 
“special” status to all patent applications for inventions which 
materially enhance the quality of the environment of mankind 
by contributing to the restoration or maintenance of the 
basic life-sustaining natural elements—air, water, and soil. 

It seems apparent that not all patent applicants are aware 
of the availability of such special handling under the pro- 
gram, While over 381 patent applications have already been 
approved for accelerated processing by the Patent Office, a 
substantial number of patent applicants whose inventions 
would qualify have not requested special status for their 
patent applications. 

In order to participate in the program, applicants must 
request that their applications be accorded “special” status 
in writing, identifying the applications by serial number and 
filing date, and should submit affidavits or declarations under 
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Rule 102 explaining how their inventions contribute to the 
restoration or maintenance of one of the three life-sustaining 


elements mentioned, 
ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 


June 7, 1971. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[888 0.G. 2] 
TR 

(111) TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, 


AND COPYRIGHTS 
CHAPTER I—PATENT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
PART 3—FORMS FOR PATENT CASES 
Division-Continuation Program 


The current Rule 147 divisional practice and the “stream- 
lined continuation” program set forth in the notices of Febru- 
ary 11, 1966 (824 0.G. 1); May 13, 1966 (827 0.G. 2) ; May 
31, 1966 (828 O.G. 1085) and October 14, 1969 (869 O.G. 1) 
are superseded by this change in the rules. 

The practice under § 1.60 permits persons having authority 
to prosecute the prior application to file a continuation or divi- 
sional application without an oath or declaration, if the con- 
tinuation or divisional application is a copy of the prior appli- 
cation as filed. However, some of the claims in the prior ap- 
plication as filed may be canceled by amendment in order to 
reduce the filing fee. An amendment presenting additional 
claims may accompany the request for filing an application un- 
der § 1.60 but such amendment will not be entered until after 
the filing date has been granted. 

Form 3.54 is designed as an aid for use by both applicant 
and the Patent Office and should simplify filing and process- 
ing of applications under § 1.60. 

Application copies may be prepared and submitted by the 
applicant, his attorney or agent, provided they are verified as 
true copies. No charges will be made for preparation of copies 
that are retained by the Office. 

Notice of proposed rule making regarding a revision of 
$§ 1.41 and 1.75, an addition of §§ 1.60 and 3.54 and revoca- 
tion of § 1.147 of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, Re- 
lating to a division-continuation program, was published in 
the Federal Register of January 28, 1971 (36 F.R. 1357). 

Interested persons were given an opportunity to participate 
in the rule making process through submission of comments 
in writing and at an oral hearing held on March 23, 1971. 

Full consideration has been given to the comments received 
and changes in the text of the original propose. have been made 
in view thereof. 

In consideration of the foregoing and pursuant to the au- 
thority contained in section 6 of the Act of July 19, 1952 (66 
Stat. 793; 35 U.S.C. 6), Parts 1 and 3 of Chapter I of Title 
837 of the Code of Federal Regulations are hereby amended as 
follows : 

1. In § 1.41, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 


§1.41 Applicant for patent. 


(a) A patent must be applied for and the application pa- 
pers must be signed and the necessary oath or declaration 
executed by the actual inventor in all cases, except as pro- 
vided by §§ 1.42, 1.43, and 1.47. (See § 1.60.) 


>. . . > . 
2. A new § 1.60 is added to read as follows: 


$1.60 Continuing application for invention disclosed and 
claimed in a prior application. 


A continuation or divisional application (filed under the 
conditions specified in 35 U.S.C. 120 or 121), which discloses 
and claims only subject matter disclosed in a prior application 
may be filed as a separate application before the patenting or 
abandonment of or termination of proceedings on the prior 
application. If the application papers comprise a copy of the 
prior application as filed, signing and execution by the appli- 
cant may be omitted provided the copy either is prepared and 
certified by the Patent Office or is prepared by the applicant 
and verified by an affidavit or declaration by the applicant, 
his attorney or agent, stating that it is a true copy of the 
prior application as filed. Certification may be omitted if the 
copy is prepared by and does not leave the custody of the Pat- 
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ent Office. Only amendments reducing the number of claims or 
adding a reference to the prior application (§ 1.78(a)) will 
be entered before calculating the filing fee and granting of the 
filing date. 

3. In § 1.75, paragraph (d) (2) is revised to read as follows : 


$1.75 Claim(s). 


* . o * . 
(d) e-ee 
(2) See §§ 1.141 to 1.146 as to claiming different inventions 
in one application. ° ~ 
. . . . . 
$1.47 (Revoked) 


4. Section 1.147 is revoked. 
5. Section 3.54 is added to read as follows : 


§ 3.54 Division-continuation program application transmittal 
form. 
IN THE UNITED STATES PaTENT OFFICE 


THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 


Str: This is a request for filing a 
() Continuation 
application under 37 CFR 1.60, 


Divisional 
of pending prior application Serial No. ~..~......--. filed 
ee ee aS ee Ee aan aneitel ites icncialnidinninnaptagstniminiin 
(date) (inventor) 
PE ES Sk 


(title of invention) 

1. oO Enclosed is a copy of the prior application as original- 
ly filed and an affidavit or declaration verifying it 
as a true copy. 

2. oO Prepare a copy of the prior application. 

3. oO The filing fee is calculated below : 


CLams Aas FILED, LEss ANY CLAIMS CANCELED BY AMENDMENT 








Number Number Basic 
For filed extra Rate fee $65 
Total claims.__._._..__. —-10= x $2 = 
Independent claims____- -l= x 10 = 
EES OR et 





4. oO The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any 
fees which may be required, or to credit any over- 
payment to Account No. -...........-..-.-.... 
A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 

5. (J A check in the amount of $___-__-_--_- is enclosed. 

&°f) Cancel clatep —...~-- 5-2... 

7 (j Amend the specification by inserting before the first 
line the sentence: —This is a continuation, 
ee, of application Serial No. __...... . 4 

ed 
8. oO Transfer the drawings from the prior application to 
this application and abandon said prior applica- 
tion as of the filing date accorded this application. 
A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed for filing in 
the prior application file. 
9. oO The prior application is assigned to _....._._..____. 
10. oO The power of attorney in the prior application is to 


(name,’ reg. No., and address) 

a 0 The power appears in the original papers of 
the prior application. 

b. o Since the power does not appear in the original 
papers, a copy of the power in the prior ap- 
plication is enclosed, 

a a Recognize as associate attorney and address all 
future communications to 


oO Inventor(s) 

(] Assignee of Complete Interest 

oO Attorney or agent of record in prior 
application 
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Effective date. These amendments shall become effective on 
September 1, 1971, and will apply to applications filed after 
that date. 

WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved: June 29, 1971. 


James H. WAKELIN, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


[FR Doc. 71-9484 Filed 7-2-71; 8:51 am) 
Published in 36 F.R. 12689 ; July 3, 1971 
[8889 0.G 3) 

—_—_—— 


(112) ABBREVIATED FIRST ACTION TRIAL PROGRAM 


Requests for Comments 


The Abbreviated First Action Program, announced in the 
OrFiciaL Gazette of February 2, 1971 (883 0.G. 2), using 
form PO-1142 has been in operation for over nine months. 
Considerable experience with the use of this form should now 
be available throughout the patent profession. It is recog- 
nized that though the use of this form may not be an ideal 
form of communication, the increased burdens on the examina- 
tion and processing of patent applications have necessitated 
the development of more efficient methods of expediting the 
prosecution. 

Comments, criticisms, and suggestions concerning the Ab- 
breviated First Action Program are invited. It is requested 
that the opinions expressed be made in the light of current 
conditions under which the Office must operate and be based 
on actual experience with the program. In order to adequately 
determine the quality and value of this program all views, both 
favorable and unfavorable, are earnestly solicited. Any critical 
comments should be supported wherever practical by refer- 
ence to specific cases. 

Letters written in response to this request should be sent 
as soon as possible to the Cominissioner of Patents, Washing- 
ton, D.C, 20231, Attn: Assistant Commissioner R. A. Wahl. 


FRANK H. BRONAUGH, 


Nov. 10, 1971. Deputy Assistant Commissioner. 
[893 0.G. 1] 
ht LT 
AMENDMENTS 
(113) AMENDMENTS—BasSIs IN ORIGINAL DISCLOSURE, 


MANUAL OF PATENT EXAMINING PROCEDURE 


When an amendment ts filed in response to an objection or 
rejection based on incomplete disclosure, a study of the entire 
application is often necessary to determine whether or not 
“new matter” is involved. In the interest of expeditious 
prosecution, Examiners are directed, whenever such an objec- 
tion or rejection is made, to call attention to Rule 111(c). 
Applicant should specifically point out the support for any 
amendments made to the disclosure. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Aug. 13, 1965. Assistant Commissioner. 
[818 0.G. 4] 
TT 

(114) EXxAMINER’s AMENDMENT PRACTICE 


The present practice in making Examiner's Amendments 
when passing an application to issue is modified to permit 
the amendment or cancellation of claims where these have 
been authorized by applicant (or his representative) in a 
telephone or personal interview. The Examiner's Amend- 
ment should include a statement indicating that the changes 
were authorized, the date and type (personal or telephone) 
of interview, and with whom it was had. 

The current policy prohibiting changes in the drawing 
and/or description of an application is maintained with the 
exceptions noted in MPEP Section 1302.04. 

The new procedure resulted from an employee's suggestion. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


{827 0.G. 2] 


May 11, 1966. 
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BRACKETS AND RULE 121—AMENDMENT OF 
CLAIMS 


In view of the number of inquiries requesting an interpre- 
tation of the word “brackets” appearing in amended Rule 121 
concerned with the améndment of claims, it is thought that 
clarification is desirable. 

The term brackets [ ] as set forth in the amendment to 
Rule 121 and first announced in 843 0.G. 373 does not en- 
compass and is to be distinguished from parentheses ( ). 
Therefore, any amendment using parentheses to indicate can- 
celled matter in a claim rewritten under Rule 121(b) may be 
held non-responsive in accordance with Rule 121(c). 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


(115) 


Jan. 15, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[847 0.G. 331) 
LT 
INTERVIEWS 
(116) INTERVIEW PRACTICE 


To assist in early and equitable conclusion of examination 
of applications, the use of interviews in person or by tele- 
phone is encouraged, subject to the following guidelines. 

Interviews with Examiners, whether in person or by tele- 
phone, shall be governed in general by the provisions of Rule 
133. A request for an interview, whether made orally or in 
writing, before the first Office action is untimely and will not 
be acknowledged if written, or granted if oral; Rule 133(a). 

If upon examination or re-examination, It is found that 
minor changes could be made to place the application in con- 
dition for allowance, the attorney or pro se inventor should 
be so notified by telephone. This practice should be followed 
whether or not there has been a specific request for interview 
or for such notification. 

Where an interview is arranged, both the Examiner and the 
attorney should be familia: with the issues in the application 
before starting the conference. It is the responsibility of 
both parties to the interview to see that it is not extended 
beyond a reasonable time, usually not longer than thirty 
minutes. The Primary Examiner personally responsible for 
the final disposition of the application should be notified of 
the results of the interview at its conclusion. 

Interviews in person or by telephone are to be encouraged 
after the first Office action on the merits. In addition to 
interviews initiated by applicant, the Examiner may initiate 
interviews where he believes it would be productive. This 
practice may result in the filing of a first response that will 
so effectively advance the prosecution to permit disposing of 
the case in a bare minimum number of actions. The telephone 
procedure set forth in part 4 of Optimum Examining Proce- 
dure Memorandum #8, 801 0.G. 267, requiring a call by the 
Examiner, if requested by applicant, before taking final action 
has been found not satisfactory and will no longer be followed. 

An interview may be granted after final rejection ; however, 
except in rare instances, only oné such ‘interview should be 
granted. 

An interview should not be requested or approved, except 
in very unusual circumstances, after filing of a Brief on 
appeal or after an application has been passed to issue by the 
Primary Examiner. 

Interviews are permissible any working day of the week 
except on overtime Saturdays. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Acting Superintendent, 





Sept. 16, 1964, Patent Examining Corps. 
[807 0.G. 307] 
(117) TELEPHONE INTERVIEWS 


Present Office policy places great emphasis on telephone 
interviews initiated by the Examiner. For this reason, it is 
no longer deemed necessary for an attorney to request a tele- 
phone interview as specified in the old Optimum Examining 
Procedure memos. Examiners are no longer required to note 
or acknowledge requests for telephone calls or state reasons 
why such proposed telephone interviews would not be con- 
sidered effective to advance prosecution. However, it is still 
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desirable for an attorney to call the Examiner if the attorney 
feels the call will be beneficial to advance prosecution of the 


case. 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Oct. 11, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[846 0.G, 1022] 
ST 
JOINDER 
(118) ‘TelerpHone PRACTICE IN RESTRICTION AND 


ELECTION OF SPECIES SITUATIONS 


If an examiner determines that a requirement for restric- 
tion should be made in an application, he should formulate 
a draft of such restriction requirement including, if any, the 
grounds of rejection of linking or generic claims. Thereupon, 
he should telephone the attorney of record and ask if he will 
make an oral election, with or without traverse if desired, 
after the attorney has had time to consider the restriction 
requirement. The examiner should arrange for a second tele- 
phone call within a reasonable time, generally within three 
working days. If the attorney objects to making an oral elec- 
tion, or fails to respond, the usual restriction letter will be 
mailed, and this letter should NOT contain any reference to 
the unsuceessful telephone call. 

When an oral election is made, the examiner will then pro- 
ceed to incorporate into his letter a formal restriction require- 
ment including the date of the election, the attorney’s name, 
and a complete record of the telephone interview, followed 
by a complete action on the elected claims including linking 
or generic claims if present. 

If on examination the examiner finds the elected claims to 
be allowable and no traverse was made, the letter should be 
written on POL-37 (Examiner's Amendment) and should 
include cancellation of the non-elected claims, a statement 
that the prosecution is closed and that a notice of allowance 
will be sent in due course. Correction of formal matters in 
the above-noted situation which cannot be handled by a tele- 
phone call and thus requires action by the applicant should 
be handled under the Ee parte Quayle practice, using POL— 
90; these would usually be drawing corrections or the like 
requiring payment of charges. 

Should the elected claims be found allowable in the first 
action, and an oral traverse was noted, the examiner should 
include in his action a statement under Section 821.01, 
M.P.E.P., making the restriction final and giving applicant 
thirty days (Rule 136) to either cancel the non-elected claims 
or take other appropriate action. Failure to take action will 
be treated as an authorization to cancel the non-elected claims 
by an Examiner’s Amendment and pass the case to issue. 
Prosecution of this application is otherwise closed. 

In either situation (traverse or no traverse), caution should 
be exercised to determine if any of the allowed claims are 
linking or generic before cancelling the non-elected claims. 

Where the respective inventions are located in different 
groups the requirement for restriction should be made only 
after consultation with and approval by all groups involved. 
If an oral election would cause the application to be examined 
in another group, the initiating group should transfer the 
application with a signed memorandum of the restriction 
requirement and a record of the interview. The receiving 
group will incorporate the substance of this memorandum in 
its official letter as indicated above. Differences as to restric- 
tion should be settled by the existing chain of command, e.g. 
Supervisory Primary Examiner or Manager. 

This practice is limited to use by examiners who have at 
least negotiation authority. Other examiners must have the 
prior approval of their Supervisory Primary Examiner. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Jan. 27, 1966. Assistant Commissioner. 
(824 0.G. 408] 
a —_ A 

(119) RESTRICTION AND ELECTION PRACTICE 


Effective April 1, the practice and procedure in cases in- 
volving a requirement for restriction or election is changed 
as indicated below. 

Under the new practice, whenever a written or telephoned 
requirement is made in a case which includes claims con- 
sidered by the Examiner to be generic or linking, it will not 
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include any rejection of these claims, The Examiner should 
specify which claims are considered to be generic or linking. 

Although no art will be cited where linking claims are 
present, a search should be made and art cited where generic 
claims are involved. In the latter situation the generic claims 
will not be rejected but merely indicated as not allowable in 
view of the cited art (Rule 146). 

A 30-day shortened statutory period will be set for re- 
sponse to a written requirement. Such action will not be an 
“action on the merits” for the purpose of the second action 
final program. In either situation, with linking or generic 
claims, a response, to be complete, need only include a proper 
election. 

The only exception to the above practice will be in the case 
where the Examiner gives a complete action on the merits of 
all the claims in addition to the requirement for restriction. 

The use of the telephone to make an initial requirement will 
be continued and is encouraged. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Feb. 28, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[837 0.G. 668) 
TR 

(120) ELECTION OF SPECIES 


Effective June 1, 1967, the following practice will be insti- 
tuted on a trial basis for 6 months. 

In cases involving Markush claims or generic claims of the 
formula type including such a number and diversity of mem- 
bers as to require an unduly extensive and burdensome search 
for the embodiments encompassed, the Examiner may require 
election of species without a search on the merits (Rule 105). 

The election requirement may be made in the same manner 
as that described in the Change Notice 12-6 of Feb. 28, 1967, 
with a 30 day shortened statutory period which will not be an 
“action on the merits” for the purpose of second action final 
program. If a telephone requirement, made by the Examiner, 
is complied with the first written action will be a complete 
action on the merits and the usual 3 months shortened statu- 
tory pericd will be set. 

As pointed out in Change Notice 12-6, the use of the tele- 
phone to make an initial requirement will be continued and is 
encouraged. 
EDWARD J. BRENNER, 


May 4, 1967. Commissioner. 


[838 0.G. 1223] 





(121) Non-ELecTep CLAIMS 


In the interest of expediting the prosecution of pending 
applications, the following change in procedure is made. When 
preparing a final action in an application where there has 
been a traversal of a requirement for restriction or election 
of species, the Examiner should indicate in his action that a 
complete response must include cancellation of the non-elected 
claims or other appropriate action (Rule 144). 

In the above situations where a response to the final action 
has otherwise placed the application in condition for allow- 
ance, the failure to take appropriate action with respect to 
the non-elected claims will be construed as authorization to 
cancel these claims by Examiner’s Amendment and pass the 
ease to issue after the expiration of the statutory period. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[851 0.G, 893] 


May 24, 1968. 





(122) CHANGE OF INVENTORS 


Where a person is added or removed as an inventor during 
the prosecution of an application before the Patent Office, 
problems may occur upon claiming U.S. priority in a foreign 
filed case, One such problem results from the apparent conflict 
between the inventor(s) named in the foreign application and 
the inventor(s) shown on the priority papers obtained from 
the U.S. Patent Office. Another problem may occur where 
there is no conflict between the inventors in the foreign appli- 
cation as filed and the priority papers but a change of in- 
ventors has been made in the U.S. application and a similar 
change is to be made in the foreign application. 
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In order to overcome the possibility of these problems aris- 
ing in the future, Examiners should acknowledge any addition 
of inventors made in accordance with the practice under Rule 
45 including the following statement in the next communica- 
tion to the applicant or his attorney : 

“In view of the papers filed _--....-.-_-_--. , it has been 
found that this application, as filed, through error’and with- 
out any deceptive intention, failed to include _........._-- 
as an actual joint inventor and accordingly, this application 
has been corrected to include him in accordance with Rule 45.” 

A similar statement, appropriately modified, should be 
made in the case where an inventor is removed from those 
included in the applieation as filed. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





June 10, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[852.0.G. 509] 
(123) RESTRICTION BETWEEN INVENTIONS 


Combination claims (other than genus claims linking 
species claims), whether allowable, allowed, or not, will no 
longer automatically be permitted to serve as a basis for join- 
ing claimed inventions which otherwise would be properly the 
subject of a restriction requirement. In other words, appli- 
cant will be required to elect one of the claimed inventions 
which are the subject of a proper restriction requirement. 
Combination claims, formerly considered linking claims 
should be grouped as a separate invention. Rejoinder of the 
divided inventions, should any combination claim be allowed, 
however, also will no longer zutomatically be permitted, The 
statutory criteria for distinctness will be satisfied if the sub- 
combinations and/or combinations involved are shown to be 
separately classified, or to have acquired a separate status in 
the art, or to involve different fields of search. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[852 0.G. 509] 


June 20, 1968. 


——_—_— 


4124) ELECTION OF SPECIES 


The, practice set forth in the Notice of May 4, 1967 (838 
0.G. 1223) is made permanent and modified to permit a re- 
quirement for election of species in cases involving multiple 
species whether or not generic claims are present or searched 
prior to the election. Also, if no claims to species are pre- 
sented but the generic claim is of the burdensome type re- 
ferred to in the Notice, a requirement for election of species 
prior to search of the generic claims should be made. 

As in the original Notice, if an election is made pursuant 
to a telephone requirement, the action should include a full 
and complete action on the elected species as well as on any 
generic claims that might be present. If generic claims are 
found allowable, no change in the practice currently in effect 
is contemplated. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 

Assistant Commissioner. 


[854 0.G. 287] 


cma 


Aug. 19, 1968. 


(125) TITLE 37—-PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, AND 
COPYRIGHTS 


CHAPTER 1—PAaTENT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
PART 3—FORMS FOR PATENT CASES 
Conflicting Claims 


These rule changes are intended to provide: (1) a basis 
for requiring a determination of priority without an inter- 
ference by the common owner of a plurality of applications, or 
patent and applications, containing conflicting claims, and 
(2) a basis for requiring inclusion of a common ownership 
clause in all terminal disclaimers filed to obviate a double 
patenting rejection. 

The proposal to amend Title 37, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, by revising §§ 1.78 and 1.321 and by adding a new 
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§ 3.53 was published in the December 31, 1970, issue of the 
Federal Register (35 F.R. 20011). 

All interested persons were given an opportunity to partici- 
pate in the rule making process by submission of comments in 
writing and in person at an oral hearing beld on February 19, 
1971. Changes have been made in the text of the original pro- 
posal as a result of these comments. 

In consideration of the comments received and pursuant to 
the authority contained in section 6 of the Act of July 19, 
1952 (66 Stat. 793; 35 U.S.C. 6), Parts 1 and 3 of Title 37, 
Code of Federal Regulations, are hereby amended as follows: 


1. In § 1.78, paragraph (b) has been revised and paragraph 
(c) has been added to read as follows: 


$1.78 Cross-references to other applications. 
. . . . . 

(b) Where two or more applications filed by the same appli- 
cant contain conflicting claims, elimination of such claims 
from all but one application may be required in the absence of 
good and sufficient reason for their retention during pendency 
in more than one application. 

(c) Where two or more applications, or an application and 
a patent naming different inventors and owned by the same 
party contain conflicting claims, the assignee may be called 
upon to state which named inventor is the prior inventor. In 
addition to making said statement, the assignee may also ex- 
plain why an interference should be declared or that no con- 
flict exists in fact. 

2. Section 1.321 is revised to read as follows: 


$1.321 Statutory disclaimer. 

(a) A disclaimer under 35 U.S.C. 253 must identify the 
patent and the claim or claims which are disclaimed, and be 
signed by the person making the disclaimer, who shall state 
therein the extent of his interest in the patent. A disclaimer 
which is not a disclaimer of a complete claim or claims may 
be refused recordation. A notice of the disclaimer is published 
in the OrriciaL Gazette and attached to the printed copies 
of the specification. In like manner any patentee or applicant 
may disclaim or dedicate to the public the entire term, or any 
terminal part of the term, of the patent granted or to be 
granted. 

(b) A terminal disclaimer, when filed in an application to 
obviate a double patenting rejection, must include a provision 
that any patent granted on that application shall be enforce- 
able only for and during such period that said patent is com- 
monly owned with the application or patent which formed the 
basis for the rejection. See § 1.21 for fee. 


3. A new § 3.53 is added, which reads as follows: 


$3.53 Terminal disclaimers in applications. 


To the Commissioner of Patents : 

Cg ps a Se , residing at 
steapantnince te ane fh the county of __.-..-.---_L- 
Gee weeee @ -.-- oceans represents that he is (here 
state exact interest of the disclaimant and, if he is an as- 
signee, set out the liber and page or reel and frame where the 
assignment is recorded) of application Serial No. __....~.-- ; 
filed on the .__.-- Gay Cf ‘envhnas-om 5 ROinie GE sennnceen 
Vanrwetitiemer, ...-ncseeeas-se ee , hereby disclaims 
the terminal part of any patent granted on the above-identified 
application, which would extend beyond the expiration date 
of Patent. NO... ..cc<ncnan and hereby agrees that any patent 
80 granted on the above-identified application shall be enforce- 
able only for and during such period that the legal title to said 
patent shall be the same as the legal title to United States 
Patent No. -._..~......, , this agreement to run with any patent 
granted on the above identified aplication and to be binding 
upon the grantee, its successors or assigns. 

Effective date. This revision shall become effective on April 
30, 1971. 

WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved: April 12, 1971. 
James H. WAKELIN, Jz., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


(FR Doc. 71-5418; Filed 4-16-71; 8:51 a.m.) 
Published in 36 F.R. 7312; Apr. 17, 1971 
[886 0.G. 424] 
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TIME FOR RESPONSE 


(126) EXTENSION OF TIME 


It is ordinarily desirable that notice of the action taken 
by the Patent Office on requests for extension of time be 
communicated to the persons making the requests as soon 
as is reasonably possible. In order to improve Patent Office 
service to patent and trademark applicants in this regard, 
the following procedure is being instituted effective immedi- 
ately. If a request for extension of time is filed in duplicate 
and accompanied by a stamped return-addressed envelope, 
the Office will indicate the action taken on the duplicate and 
return it promptly in the envelope. Utilization of this pro- 
cedure is optional on the part of applicant. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 





Aug. 3, 1966. Commissioner of Patents. 
{829 0.G. 1307] 
(127) EXTENSIONS OF TIME 


Effective immediately, a new liberal policy for interpreta- 
tion and application of Rule 136(b) will apply with respect 
to first requests for a one-month extension of time for reply 
to Office actions where a shortened statutory period for re- 
sponse has been set. Any request under Rule 136(b) for 
extension of time must state a reason in support thereof; 
under the above policy the application of the rule will entail 
only a limited evaluation of the stated reason. 

This liberality will not apply to (1) any requests for more 
than a one-month extension, and (2) second and subsequent 
requests for extension of time. 

In order to provide prompt notification cf the action taken 
on extension requests, the request may be filed in duplicate, 
accompanied by a stamped return-addressed envelope (includ- 
ing a ZIP code), as announced in the OrriciaL Gazette of, 
August 23, 1966 (820 0.G. 1307). 

It is expected that requests for extension of time will con- 
tinue to be made only when a need exists and will not be- 
come a standard operating procedure. Routine use of this 
Practice may necessitate abandoning the new policy and a 
return to a less liberal interpretation of Rule 136(b). 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Jan. 26, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[835 0.G, 716] 
(128) FINAL REJECTION—TIME FOR RESPONSE 


Effective Sept. 1, 1967, the filing of a timely response to a 
final rejection having a shortened statutory period for re- 
sponse will operate to extend the period for appeal or filing 
of a containing case an additional month, but in no case to 
exceed six months from the date of the final action. 

An object of this practice is to obviate the necessity for 
appeal or filing a continuing case merely to gain time to con- 
sider the Examiner’s position in reply to an amendment timely 
filed after final rejection. 

Present practice relating to the treatment of amendments 
after final rejection will continue to apply and failure to file 
a response during the three-month period will, as heretofore, 
result in abandonment of the application. In any case where 
this one-month extension applies and an amendment is offi- 
cially received during this additional month, the amendment 
will not be entered or responded to unless it prima facie places 
the application in condition for allowance (e.g. cancels all 
rejected claims, fully complies with all Examiner suggestions, 
requirements, etc.). 

Also, during this additional month no applicant- or attor- 
ney-initiated interview will be permitted. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Aug. 7, 1967. Commissioner. 


[841 0.G. 1411] 





(129) FINAL REJECTION—TIME FOR RESPONSE 


In clarification of the Notice of August 7, 1967, published 
in the Orriciat Gazette of August 29, 1967 (841 0.G. 1411), 
the filing of a timely response after a final rejection is con- 
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strued as including a request for a one month extension of 
the shortened statutory period. 

If the response is complete but fails to place the application 
in condition for allowance, the request will be granted. The 
entry of any further amendments filed during the additional 
month shall be restricted to those which prima facie place 
the application in condition for allowance, 


BICHARD A. WAHL, 


Sept. 26, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[855 0.G. 1109] - ~ 
a 
APPEALS 
(130) APPEAL BRIEFS 


It appears that many appeal briefs are being filed which 
omit reference to the drawing in describing the appellant's 
invention. As a reminder that the Board of Appeals is aided 
in its consideration if such a reference appears, attention is 
directed to the following language in the first sentence of 
Rule 192(a): . 

“ . . including a concise explanation of the invention 
which should refer to the drawing by reference char- 


acters...” 
EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 


Aug. 3, 1965. First Assistant Commissioner. 
[817 0.G. 1241] 
—  —__ 
(181) APPEAL BRIEFS 


While Rule 192(a) requires two extra copies of appeal 
briefs only if an oral hearing is requested, such copies are of 
substantial assistance to the Board when appeals are sub- 
mitted on brief and it is desirable that they be supplied in 
such cases also. All claims reproduced in appeal briefs should 


be double spaced. 
EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 


First Assistant Commissioner. 
{823 0.G. 411] 


Jan. 24, 1966. 


Practices Re: WITHDRAWAL OF FINAL REJECTION BY 
THs ExaMiner Arter Norics or APPEAL TO THE 


BoarD or APPEALS 


Where Notice of Appeal to the Board of Appeals has been 
filed and the Examiner withdraws the final rejection for 
allowance or further rejection, applicants are reminded that 
this results in automatic removal of the appeal from the 
records of the Board of Appeals in that application. 

Accordingly, a proper response to a subsequent final rejec- 
tion requires the filing of a new Notice of Appeal [without 
fee] and if this appeal is carried forward, the appropriate 
fee on filing a brief in support of the second appeal is required. 


EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 


(182) 





Mar. 29, 1967. First Assistant Commissioner. 
{8387 0.G, 667] 
(133) RULE 192—FILING oF APPEAL Brier 


Attention is directed to the fact that the seasonable filing 
of an appeal brief is determined by Rule 192, irrespective of 
whether the applicant or his attorney has received the appeal 
acknowledgment with its reminder of the brief’s due date. 

The above should be reflected in any docketing system for 


filing appeal briefs. 
EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 





Aug. 4, 1967. First Assistant Commissioner. 
[841 0.G. 1412] 
(1384) New APPEAL PROCEDURE 


In the interest of facilitating and expediting the handling 
of appeals to the Board of Appeals of the Patent Office it 
has been decided to institute a practice whereby the applica- 
tion file will ordinarily remain with the Examiner until the 





January 4, 1972 


Examiner’s answer to the appeal is filed. It is therefore neces- 
sary to modify the appeal procedure, effective immediately, 
as indicated below. 


1. First Eetension cf Time To File Appeal Brief 

To avoid delay in receiving notification of the granting 
of a first extension under Rule 192, appellant should file 
his request in duplicate. Where granted, the Board will 
stamp the action taken on both copies, promptly return- 
ing one copy to the addressee. 

Further extensions must be sought from the Commis- 
sioner, as heretofore. 


2. Notice of Appeal 


To expedite the processing of new appeals and to en- 
sure their prompt acknowledgment, additional informa- 
tion will be necessary on the Notice of Appeal. Accord- 
ingly. Form 41 suggested in the Rules of U.S. Patent 
Office Practice in Patent Cases, is revised as shown below. 

Copies for duplication may be obtained from the re- 
ceptionist in Crystal Plaza and from the Correspondence 
and Mail Branch in the Main Commerce Building. The 
use of this revised form is solicited. 

All papers relating to appeals should include the post 
office address of the person to whom correspondence is 
to be directed. . 

EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 
First Assistant Commissioner. 


Revisep Form 41 


NOTICE OF APPEAL FROM THE PRIMARY EXAMINER 
TO THE BOARD OF APPEALS 


In re application of : 
Serial No. : 

For: 

Filed : 

Group Art Unit: 

To Commissioner of Patents 

Sir: 

Applicant hereby appeals to the Board of Appeals from the 
decision dated of the Primary Examiner 
finally rejecting claims 

The item(s) checked below are appropriate : 

bd () An extension of time to respond to the final re- 
jection was granted on for 
month(s). 
2. [ A timely response to the final rejection has been 
filed, as provided in 841 0.G. 1411. 
3. [) Fee $50.00: 
Enclosed 
Not required (Fee paid in prior appeal.) 
[] Charge to Deposit Account No. -.-----~.-- 
(One additional copy of this Notice is enclosed 
herewith.) 


Post Office Address (to which 
correspondence is to be sent). 


[849 0.G. 278 (Apr. 9, 1968)] 





(135) Ora, HEARINGS UNDER RULE 194 


Effective September 1, 1968, for a trial period of six 
months, new procedures will be initiated which will permit 
Primary Examiners to present an oral argument before the 
Board of Appeals in appeals where the applicant has been 
granted an oral hearing. 

After the attorney or agent representing the appellant has 
made his presentation, the Examiner will be allowed fifteen 
minutes to reply as well as to present a statement which 
clearly sets forth his position with respect to the issues and 
rejections of record. Appellant may utilize any allotted time 
not used in the initial presentation for rebuttal. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 
July 26, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
Concur : 
EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 
First Assistant Commissioner. 


[855 0.G. 827] 
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ABANDONMENT OF APPLICATIONS BEFORE 
BoargD oF APPEALS 


There have been recent instances of the Board of Appeals 
rendering a decision in an application which had already 
been refiled as a streamlined continuation. 

To avoid recurrence of this situation, applicants should 
Promptly inform the Clerk of the Board in writing as soon 
as they have positively decided to refile or to abandon an 
application containing an appeal awaiting a decision. Failure 
to exercise appropriate diligence in this matter may result 
in the Board’s refusing an otherwise proper request to vacate 
their decision. 


(136) 


EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 
Firet Assistant Commissioner. 


[857 0.G. 1005 (Dec, 24, 1968)] 





(187) APPEAL HEARINGS 


The practice of permitting oral arguments by Primary 
Examiners in appeals, announced for a trial period in the 
OrrictaL Gazette of Oct. 22, 1968 (855 0.G. 827), is hereby 
made permanent. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Mar. 27, 1969. Assistant Commiesioner. 
Concur: 
BE. L, REYNOLDs, 
First Assistant Commissioner. 


[861 0.G. 1011) 





(138) REPLY BRIEFS 


Applicants should clearly and specifically indicate in their 
reply briefs the new points of argument “raised in the ex- 
aminer’s answer” to which said reply briefs are directed. 
Rule 193(b) does not permit general rebuttal of each state- 
ment made in the examiner’s answer; Consequently a reply 
brief which is not restricted to answering “new points” may 
be refused consideration in toto, 


EDWIN L, REYNOLDS, 





Apr. 15, 1969. First Assistant Commissioner. 
[862 0.G. 843) 
(139) APPEALS—CONFIDENTIAL MEMORANDA 


The practice of presenting confidential memoranda to the 
Board of Appeals is hereby terminated, All correspondence 
with the Board of Appeals, whether by the Examiner or the 
applicant will be on the record. No unpublished decisions 
which are unavailable to the general public by reason of 35 
U.S.C. 122 will be cited by the Examiner or the applicant 
except that either the Examiner or the applicant has the 
right to cite an unpublished decision in an application having 
common ownership with the application on appeal. 


WILLIAM B. SCHUYLER, Jrz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[877 0.G. 733] 


July 28, 1970. 


TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, AND 
COPYRIGHTS 


CHAPTER 1—PATENT Orrice, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICES IN PATENT CASES 


Betensions of Time To File Appeal Briefe 


After the effective date of this rule change, the examining 
group clerical staffs will perform all processing and record- 
keeping relating to appeals to the Board of Appeals up to and 
including the time when an examiner's supplemental answer 
to a reply brief is mailed or the time for filing a reply brief 
has expired. At this time jurisdiction of an appealed applica- 
tion passes from the examiner to the Board of Appeals. 

Therefore, all inquiries and papers concerning an applica- 
tion under appeal should be directed to the appropriate exam- 
ining group until the application is in condition for considera- 
tion by the Board of Appeals. 


(140) 
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Papers filed in an appealed application under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Board of Appeals, such as requests for reconsidera- 
tion or confirmation of an oral hearing date, should include an 
expression in the heading such as “Before the Board of Ap- 
peals” so that it may be properly routed by the mailroom. 

The examining group appeal clerks are authorized to grant, 
upon the first request therefor, 1-month extensions of time 
to file the brief or reply brief. Any further extensions or any 
initial request for an extension of more than 1 month may be 
granted by the group directors. 

After the effective date, there will be no Patent Office 
acknowledgements of notices of appeals or briefs. ° 

There was published in the December 31, 1970, issue of the 
Federal Register (35 F.R. 20010) a proposal to revise § 1.192 
of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, to broaden the au- 
thority to grant extensions of time for filing appeal briefs. 

Interested persons were given the opportunity to partici- 
pate in the rule making through submission of comments in 
writing, and at an oral hearing held on February 19, 1971. 

In consideration of the foregoing and pursuant to the 
authority contained in section 6 of the Act of July 19, 1952 
(66 Stat. 793; 35 U.S.C. 6), § 1.192 of Title 37 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is hereby revised as follows: 


$1.192 Appellant’s brief. 

(a) The appellant shall, within 2 months from the date of 
the appeal, or within the time allowed for response to the 
action appealed from, if such time is later, file a brief in trip- 
Meate, accompanied by the requisite fee, of the authorities and 
arguments on which he will rely to maintain his appeal, in- 
cluding a concise explanation of the invention which should 
refer to the drawing by reference characters, and a copy of 
the claims involved, at the same time indicating if he desires 
an oral hearing. Upon a showing of sufficient cause, the Com- 
missioner may grant extensions of time for filing the brief. 
The determination of such requests may be delegated by the 
Commissioner to appropriate Patent Office officials. All re- 
quests for extensions must be filed prior to the expiration of 
the period sought to be extended. 

(b) On failure to file the brief, accompanied by the requi- 
site fee, within the time allowed, the appeal shall stand dis- 
missed. 

Effective date. This amendment shall be effective March 
30, 1971. 

WILLIAM B. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved: March 25, 1971. 


JaMes H. WAKE&LIN, JR., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


[FR Doc. 71-4414; Filed 3-29-71; 8:50 a.m.) 
Published in 36 F.R. 5850 ; Mar. 30, 1971 
[885 0.G. 644] 
—_—_—___ 
(141) APPrAL Briers Under RULEs 192 anp 193(b) 


Appellants are reminded that their briefs in appealed cases 
must be responsive to every ground of rejection stated by the 
examiner, including new grounds stated in his answer. 

Where an appellant fails to respond by way of brief or reply 
brief to any ground of rejection, and it appears that the fail- 
ure is inadvertent, appellant shall be notified that he is al- 
lowed one month to correct the defect by filing a supplemental 
brief. Where this procedure has not been followed, the Board 
of Appeals should remand the application to the examiner 
for compliance. When the record clearly indicates intentional 
failure to respond by brief to any ground of rejection, for 
example, by failure to file a supplemental brief within the 
one-month period allowed for that purpose, the examiner 
should inform the Board of Appeals of this fact in his answer 
and merely specify the claims affected. 

Where the failure to respond by brief appears to be inten- 
tional, the Board of Appeals may dismiss the appeal as to the 
claims involved. Oral argument at a hearing will not remedy 
such deficiency of a brief. 

This notice supersedes the notices of May 4, 1966, 826 
C.G. 1060, and of Get. 20, 1966, 833 0.G. 1. 

WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
[886 0.G. 424] 


Apr. 26, 1971. 
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(142) INTERFERENCE— DECLARATION 

Effective July 1, 1964, no interference will be declared 
between pending applications, if there is a difference of more 
than three (3) months in the effective filing dates of the 
applications in the case of inventions of a simple character, 
or a difference of more than six (6) months in other cases, 
except in exceptional situations, as determined and approved 
by the Commissioner. 


GAZETTE 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
. Commissioner. 


June 26, 1964. 
[804 0.G. 297] 
—_—EEE——————— 

(143) INTERFERENCE PRACTICE—AFFIDAVITS 


Unper Rue 204(c) 


There has been difficulty in a number of cases due to uncer- 
tainty on the part of applicants concerning the requirements 
of affidavits to be filed under Rule 204(c) to secure inter- 
ference contests with patentees whose filing dates antedate 
their own by more than three months, and it is hoped that 
the following explanation will be helpful. 

In preparing affidavits under this rule applicants should 
have in mind the provisions of Rule 228, and especially the 
following facts: 

1, That after these affidavits are forwarded by the Pri- 
mary Examiner for the declaration of an interference they 
will be examined by a Board of Patent Interferences. 

2. If the affidavits fail to establish with adequate cor- 
roboration acts and circumstances which would prima facie 
entitle applicant to an award of priority relative to the 
effective filing date of the patentee, an order will be issued 
concurrently with the notice of interference, requiring appli- 
cant to show cause why summary judgment should not be 
rendered against him. 

3. Additional affidavits in response te such order will not 
be considered unless justified by a showing under the pro- 
visions of Rule 228, and if the applicant responds the 
patentee will receive from the applicant a copy of the re- 
sponse (Rule 247) and from the Patent Office a copy of the 
original showing (Rule 228), and will be entitled to present 
his views with respect thereto. 

4. It is the position of the Board of Patent Interferences 
that all affidavits submitted must describe acts which the 
affiants performed or observed or circumstances observed, 
such as structure used and results of use or test, except on 
a proper showing as provided in Rule 204(c). Statements 
of conclusion, for example, that the invention of the counts 
was reduced to practice, are generally considered to be not 
acceptable. It should also be kept in mind that documen- 
tary exhibits are not self-proving and require explanation 
by an affiant having direct knowledge of the matters in- 
volved. However, it is not necessary that the exact date 
of conception or reduction to practice be revealed in the 
affidavits or exhibits if the affidavits aver observation of 
the necessary acts and facts, including documentation when 
available, before the patentee’s effective filing date. On 
the other hand, where reliance is placed upon diligence, the 
affidavits and documentation should be precise as to dates 
from a date just prior to patentee’s effective filing date. 
The showing should relate to the essential factors in the 
determination of the question of priority of invention as 
set out in 35 U.S.C. 102(g). 

5. The explanation required by Rule 204(c) should be 
in the nature of a brief or explanatory remarks accompany- 
ing an amendment, and should set forth the manner in 
which the requirements of the counts are satisfied and how 
the requirements for conception, reduction to practice or 
diligence are met. 

GEORGE W. BOYS, 
Chairman, Board of Patent Interferences. 


[826 0.G. 712] 


Apr. 21, 1966. 





DESIGNATION OF INTERFERENCE RECORD 
Reviep Upon 


During the taking of testimony in an interference it is 
frequently not clear just what testimony is necessary to a 
party's case, since the contentions to be made by the opposing 
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party are not known, and in the case of a junior party it is 
frequently not known whether or not the senior party will 
take testimony. Therefore counsel taking testimony will nor- 
mally cover all matters which might possibly have an effect 
on his case. Then, in preparing his briefs it may become ap- 
parent that certain portions of his record have no real signifi- 
cance as to issues involved. A review of these portions by the 
Board of Patent Interferences is thus unnecessary. 

Accordingly, in order to reduce the time required by the 
Board of Patent Interferences to study the record, and to more 
effectively and efficiently decide the issues involved, counsel 
relying on an evidentiary record in interference cases are 
requested to file a statement as to the portions of their record 
upon which they rely. Such statement should be included in 
the briefs of the respective parties. 


EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 
First Assistant Commissioner. 


{846 0.G. 679 (Jan. 16, 1968)] 


TITLE 37—-PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, 
AND COPYRIGHTS 


CHAPTER 1—PaTENT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


(145) 


PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
Discovery During Interference Proceedings 


These rule changes are intended to provide for: (1) Con- 
sideration of action sought by a party to a patent interfer- 
ence proceeding outside the period prescribed therefor where 
the delay in seeking such action is justified; (2) the desig- 
nation of a specific period for discovery and the preparation 
for the taking of testimony; (3) specified discovery upon 
request (a) during the period for preparation for testimony 
as to evidence and testimony to be offered by junior parties 
and (b) after completion of testimony in chief of the junior 
parties, as to evidence and testimony to be offered by senior 
parties; (4) the ordering of additional discovery upon mo- 
tion by a party where the interest of justice so requires; 
and (5) sanctions by the Board of Patent Interferences where 
there is noncompliance with a requirement of a rule or an 
order by the board. 

The proposal to amend Title 37, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, by revising §§ 1.245 and 1.251 and by adding a new 
§ 1.287 was published in the December 31, 1970, issue of the 
Federal Register (35 F.R, 20011). 

All interested persons were given an opportunity to par- 
ticipate in the rule-making process by submission of com- 
ments in writing and in person at an oral hearing held on 
February 19, 1971. The rules are being adopted after full 
and careful consideration of all the material submitted. The 
departures from the published text reflect certain of the 
views expressed in the submitted material. 

Effective Date. This amendment shall become effective 30 
days after publication in the Federal Register and shall 
apply only to those interferences in which the times for 
taking testimony are set on or after such effective date. 

In consideration of the comments received and pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 6 of the Act of July 
19, 1952 (66 Stat. 793; 35 U.S.C. 6), Part 1 of Title 37, 
Code of Federal Regulations is hereby amended as follows : 

1. Section 1.245 is revised to read as follows: 


$1.245 Eetension of time. 


Extensions of time in any case not otherwise provided for 
may be had by stipulation of the parties, subject to approval, 
or on motion duly brought, sufficient cause being shown for 
such extension. A motion not timely mede may be considered 
upon a showing of sufficient cause as to why such motion 
was not timely presented. 

2. Section 1.251, paragraphs (a), (b), (c), and (d) are 
revised, and a new paragraph (e) is added as follows: 


$1.251 Assignment of times for discovery and taking teati- 
mony. 

(a) A period for preparation of testimony will be set in 
which all parties should complete discovery and other pre- 
paratory activities. 

(b) Times will be assigned in which the junior party shall 
complete his testimony in chief, and in which the other 
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party shall complete the testimony on his side, and a further 
time in which the junior party may take rebutting testimony, 
but he shall take no other testimony, If there be more than 
two parties to the interference, the times for taking testi- 
mony will be so arranged that each shall have an opportunity 
to prove his case against prior parties and to rebut their 
evidence, and also to meet the evidence of junior parties. 

(c) Times for preparation of testimony, for compliance 
with §1.287(a) and for taking of testimony will ordinarily 
be assigned in notices sent to the parties after motions under 
§ 1.231 have been disposed of or, if no such motions have 
been filed, after the close of the motion period (§ 1.231). 

(d) Testimony shall be taken during the times assigned 
in accordance with §§ 1.271 to 1.286. 

(e) The date for final hearing will ordinarily be set in 
separate notices. 

3.° A new § 1.287 is added as follows: 


$1.287 Discovery. 


(a)(1}) Each party who expects to take testimony must 
serve on each opposing party who requests service the follow- 
ing: 

(i) A copy of each document in his possession, custody, 
or control and upon which he intends to rely, 

(ii) A list of and a proffer of reasonable access to things 
in his possession, custody, or control and upon which he 
intends to rely, and 

(ili) A list giving the names and addresses of all persons 
whom he intends to call as witnesses and indicating the rela- 
tionship of each person to the invention in issue. 

(2) Dates for compliance with subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph will be set in accordance with the following : 

(1) The date by which all parties may request service shall 
be not less than 10 days from the date of the order setting 
testimony times ; 

(ii) The date for service by ali junior parties shall be 
not less than 30 days from the date of the order setting 
such times ; 

(ili) The date for service by the senior party shall be not 
less than 10 days from the date set for the close of testimony 
in chief of all junior parties. 

(3) Where more than two parties are involved and cne 
of the junior parties is not entitled to take testimony as to 8 
more senior party, the requirements of subparagraphs (1) 
and (2) of this paragraph shall not be applicable as between 
such parties. 

(b) The provisions of paragraph (a) of this section are 
without prejudice to the right of a party, where appropriate, 
to obtain production of documents or things during cross- 
examination of an opponent’s witness or during his own pe- 
riod for rebuttal testimony. 

(c) Upon motion (§1.243) brought by a party during the 
period for preparation of testimony, or thereafter as author- 
ized under § 1.245, and wu a showing that the interest of 
justice so requires, the Board of Patent Interferences may 
order additional discovery as to matters under the control 
of a party within the scope of the discovery rules of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, specifying the terms and 
conditions of such additional discovery. An order by the 
Board granting or denying a motion under this paragraph 
shall not be subject to review prior to a decision awarding 
priority. 

(d)(1) A party will not be permitted to rely on any docu- 
ment or thing in his possession, custody, or control, or on 
any witness, not listed and served by that party as re- 
quired by paragraph (a) of this section, except upon & 
promptly filed motion accompanied by the proposed additional 
documents or lists together with a showing of sufficient 
cause as to why they were not served by the date set pur- 
suant to paragraph (a) of this section. 

(2) Any failure to comply with an order under the pro- 
visions of paragraph (c) of this section may be considered 
by the Board of Patent Interferences as basis for applying 
appropriate restrictions against the party failing to comply, 
for holding certain facts to have been established, and in an 
appropriate case for awarding priority against him, or for 
taking such other action as may be deemed appropriate. 

(e) The parties may by agreement among themselves 
modify any of the foregoing requirements consistent with 
the schedule of times for taking testimony and filing the 
record, In the absence of such agreement, discovery will not 
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be permitted prior to the period set for the preparation of 
testimony. 

Dated: May 6, 1971. 


Approved : 


JaMes H. WAKBLIN, JR., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


(FR Doc. 71-6617; Filed 5-11-71; 8:49 a.m.) 
Published in 36 F.R. 8732; May 12, 1971 
(887 0.G. 726] 





CORRECTION OF ERRORS 


(146) CERTIFICATES OF CORRECTION LISTING 


Certificates of Correction are issued every Tuesday, Begin- 
ning om January 7, 1969, each issue of the OrriciaL GaZzETTE 
will numerically list all U.S. patents having Certificates of 
Correction issuing that Tuesday. The list will appear under 
the heading “Certificates of Correction Issued (date).” 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Nov, 22, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[857 0.G. 1005) 
a 

(147) TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, 


AND COPYRIGHTS 
Cuaprer I—PaTent Orrice, DePARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


Issuance of Certificates of Correction 

On October 11, 1968, notice of proposed rulemaking re- 
garding the amendment of §§ 1.322 and 1.323 of Title 37, 
Code of Federal Regulations, dealing with the issuance of 
certificates of correction, was published in the Federal Regis- 
ter (33 F.R. 15218). Interested persons were given 40 days 
in which to submit written comments, suggestions, or objec- 
tions regarding the proposed ammendments. 

Full consideration having been given to all comments that 
were received in response to the public notice, the amend- 
ments originally proposed are hereby adopted without change 
and are set forth below. 

As a result of these rule changes it will no longer be neces- 
sary for the patentee to forward his patent to the Patent 
Office when requesting the issuance of a certificate of correc- 
tion. Upon receipt of an appropriate request, a certificate of 
correction will be issued and forwarded to the patentee, with 
an authorization permitting the patentee to physically attach 
same to the patent. 

In connection with this change of procedure, arrangements 
have been made with Shepard’s Citations to indicate under 
its listing of patents in its set entitled “Shepard’s United 
States Citations, Patents and Trademarks” those patents for 
which certificates of correction have been issued. Beginning 
in April of this year the information will be published in that 
set’s quarterly cumulative supplement and will appear in 
the bound volume thereof, when it is released. 

Effective date. These amendments shall become effective 
upon publication in the Federal Register. 

Dated : Mar. 18, 1969. 

EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : 

ALLEN V. AsTIN, 

Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


. * * 7 . 
[861 0.G. 680] 
—_—_ 
(148) New Procepure ror HANDLING CERTIFICATES 


OF CORRECTION 


In compliance with amend+d Rules 322 and 323, and to 
expedite the issuance of certificates and reduce printing costs, 
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practitioners are urged to submit the text of the certificate 
on a special form which could serve as the final copy for use 
in direct process reproduction (offset printing) of the cer- 
tificate of correction. The request for issuance of the certificate 
(together with the fee where the error is due to applicant’s 
mistake) should be in a separate letter accompanied by two 
copies of the form and a self-addressed envelope. 

Where the recommended format is used and approved, one 
copy of said form, duly certified, will be returned to the pat- 
entee for attachment to his copy of the patent. This will 
eliminate the present necessity for returning the patent when 
requesting a certificate. The other copy of the form will be 
used for direct offset printing of copies of the certificate 
which, as heretofore, will be attached to every printed copy 
of the patent subsequently sold or distributed. 

Copies of the form are obtainable for reproduction purposes 
from Correspondence and Mail Branch and from the recep- 
tionist in Bldg. 3, Crystal Plaza. Below is a sample form 
illustrating a variety of corrections and the suggested manner 
of setting out the format. Particular attention is directed to: 


@. Identification of the exact point of error by reference 
to column and line number of the printed patent. 
b. Conservation of space on the form by typing single 
space, beginning two lines down from the printed 

message. 

c. Starting the correction to each separate column as a 
sentence, and using semi-colons to separate corrections 
within said column, where possible. 

4d. Two inch space left blank at bottom for signature of 
attesting officer. 

¢. Use of quotation marks to enclose the exact subject 
matter to be deleted or corrected; use of double hy- 
phens (--) to enclose subject matter to be added, ex- 
cept for formulas. 

f. Where a formula is involved, setting out only thaf 
portion thereof which is to be corrected. 


Where the recommended format is not used or where the 
nature of the subject matter is such that it is more expedient 
to print by the direct image offset technique, e.g., entire 
sheet(s) of drawing or page(s) of specification omitted, mul- 
tiple pages of corrections, intricate chemical formulas, etc., 
Issue and Gazette Branch will prepare the certificate as here- 
tofore. Patentee will receive a copy for attachment to his 


copy of the patent. 
RICHARD A, WAHL, 


Apri. 1, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 


UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE 
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION 


Patent Ho. 5-667,999 peved_Aptil 1, 1969 


James VW. Worth 


It ie certified that error appears in the above-idertified patent 
and that said Letters Patent are hereby corrected as shown below: 


In the drawings, Sheet 3, Fig. 3, the reference numeral 
225 should be “ppl ed to the plate element attached to the 
support member 207. Column 1, lines 45 to 49, the left-hand 
formula should appear as follows: 
"Nat 
CPs 
Column g, formule XXXV, that portion of the formula reading 


q L 


Formula XXXVII, that portion of the formula reading "-CH2CH-" 
should read «<< «CHjCH2- ++. Column 2, line 68 and column 3, 
lines 3, 8 and 15 the claim reference numeral "2", each 
eccurrence, should read ++ 1 +-. Column 10, line 16, cancel 
Deginning with “12. A sensor device” to and including “tive 
strips.” in colwmn 11, line 8, and insert the following claim: 


12, A control circuit of the character 
set forth in claim 1 for an automobile having 
& Convertible top, and including; means for moving 
sahé top between raised and lowered retracted 
posstion; and control means responsive to said 
sensor celay for energizing the top moving means 
for moving said top from retracted position to 
raised position. 


should read 


[862 0.G. 2] 
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ABSTRACTS 


EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURE IN ReELa- 
TION TO ABSTRACTS OF THE DISCLOSURE 


The newly adopted amendment to Rule 72 which requires 
the submission of an Abstract of the Disclosure is being ap- 
plied to patent applications which receive a first Office action 
of any kind from the Examiner on or after November 1, 1966 ; 
however, on cases filed before January 1, 1967, abstracts will 
not be required where the application is passed to issue on 
the first action. 

The Examiner in the first office action on and after No- 
vember 1, 1966, should require the submission of a brief ab- 
stract of the technical disclosure in the specification, the 
abstract to appear immediately after the title of the invention 
and preceding the disclosure in a separate paragraph under the 
heading “Abstract of the Disclosure.” The following form 
paragraph may be used to make the requirement : 


(149) 


“An abstract is required, see new Rule 72(b).” 


Responses to such actions should be treated under Rule 
111(b) practice like any other formal matter. 

Upon passing the case to issue, the Examiner should see 
that the abstract is an adequate and clear statement of the 
eontents of the disclosure and generally in line with the guide- 
lines in the following paragraphs; the abstract shall be 
changed by Examiner’s Amendment in those instances where 
deemed necessary. 

1. The purpose of the abstract is to provide a non-legal 
technical statement of the contents of the disclosure. The 
abstract should be an objective condensation (rather than 
a description) of the disclosure, in clear and concise language. 
Statements as to the relative merits or value, or speculative 
applications of the invention should be omitted. 

2. The abstract should be especially designed to serve as 
a searching-scanning tool for the scientist, engineer or re- 
searcher in the particular art, and therefore should serve 
to indicate whether there is a need for consulting the full 
specification for details. 

3. The abstract should be as brief as the subject permits. 
A single paragraph of 50-100 words should be sufficient. 

4. Especially in the chemical field, the abstract should 
include a statement of the utility of the subject matter of 
the disclosure, particularly that which is related to the in- 
vention. 

5. The abstract should be separate and independent of the 
“Summary of the Invention.” One of the purposes of the 
abstract is to determine quickly the nature and gist of the 
technical disclosure. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Oct. 7, 1966. Assistant Commissioner. 
{831 0.G. 1328] 
—_—_—_—_———EEEE———— 

(150) CHANGE IN CONTENT OF THE PATENTS 


SECTION OF THE OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


In keeping with the Patent Office program to encourage the 
use of patents in the scientific, engineering and business com- 
munities, as well as the patent profession, a change in the 
content of the patents section of the OrriciaL Gazette is 
being made. 

Beginning with the first issue of the OrriciaL Gazette In 
January 1968, a copy of the abstract of each patent where 
an abstract is available will appear, in lieu of the claim. This 
change in content is being made in order that patent informa- 
tion may be better utilized be the patent public. 

In addition to the regular issue of the OrriciaAL GazETTE an 
extract of the patents section, i.e., the descriptive matter re- 
lating to patents only, will be made available. The subscription 
rate for the patents section extract only for the first six 
months period beginning with the first issue in January 1968, 
will be twenty-seven dollars ($27.00) and one dollar and 
twenty-five cents ($1.25) for a single copy. The extract will be 
mailed under the direction of the Superintendent of Docu- 
ments, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 20402, 
to whom all subscriptions should be made payable and all 
communications addressed. The title of the extract will be 
“Official Gazette—Patent Abstracts Section.” 

It is to be noted that the Government Printing Office has 
determined that the subscription rate for the regular issue 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 


TM 41 


of the OrriciaL Gazette will be increased to sixty-seven dol- 
lars ($67.00) for the subscription year beginning January 
1968, and the price of individual copies will be increased to 
one and a half dollars ($1.50). The increased rate is not re- 


lated to the new program. 
EDWARD J. BRENNER, 


Sept. 25, 1967. Commissioner of Patents. 
(843 0.G. 747] 
 _—— 

(151) PARAGRAPH REQUIREMENTS FOR ABSTRACTS 


In view of some difficulties experienced in determining the 
extent of the abstracts, the Patent Office is supplementing the 
Notice of October 7, 1966 (831 O.G. 1328). 

An abstract should usually be limited to a single paragraph, 
under the heading, “Abstract of the Disclosure” as stated in 
Rule 72(b) and MPEP 608.01(b). 

In unusual circumstances where the application disclosure 
does not lend itself to a single paragraph abstract, a plural 
paragraph abstract may be acceptable. An example of these 
rare situations would be an application having claims to 
different statutory classes, it being recognized that an abstract 
of the disclosure should be written to include the advancement 
in the art. 

To avoid errors in printing where a plural paragraph ab- 
stract is deemed necessary and appropriate, the complete ab- 
stract must be set off by suitable headings to indicate where 
the abstract begins and ends. Appropriate headings useable 
between the abstract and the subsequent description are to 
be found in the “Guidelines for Drafting a Model Patent 
Application Under the Revised Rules” (8382 0.G. 5; MPEP 


608.01 (a)). 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Feb. 16, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[854 0.G. 287] 
(152) PaTENT ABSTRACTS 


The provision in Rule 72(b) of the Rules of Practice in 
Patent Cases, relating to inclusion of a “brief abstract of the 
technical disclosure” in applications for patent, has now been 
in effect for two and one-half years. 

Instructions regarding abstract preparation were published 
at 831 0.G. 1328, October 25, 1966, and at about the same 
time a pamphlet entitled “Guidelines for the Preparation of 
Patent Abstracts” was published and made available to per- 
sonnel concerned with the preparation and review of abstracts 
of the type noted. 

Abstracts are becoming more and more significant in the 
field of mechanized and computerized prior art retrieval. It 
is therefore important that they reach the optimum quality 
level at the earliest possible date. 

During the past year a in a random sample of 
approximately 1000 allowed applications, were audited or re- 
viewed for purposes of determining degree of compliance with 
the aforenoted instructions and guidelines. Steady improve- 
ment in the quality of the abstracts was noted in the course 
of the review. The review clearly indicated, however, a need 
for further improvement as well as a need for certain modifi- 
cations and revisions in the earlier published guidelines. There 
also appeared to be a need for reemphasis of portions of the 
guidelines. 

Accordingly, a revised set of guidelines consonant with the 
needs suggested by the audit have been promulgated, and are 
set forth below for use in the preparation and review of 
patent abstracts. 


GUIDELINES FOR THE PREPARATION OF PATENT ABSTRACTS 


Background 
The Rules of Practice in Patent Cases require that each 
application for patent include an Abstract of the Disclosure, 
Rule 72(b). 


the subject matter covered by the 
should include that which is new in the art to which 
invention pertains. 

The abstract is not intended nor designed for use in in’ 
preting the scope or meaning of the claims, Rule 72(b). 


3 











TM 42 


Content 


A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical 
disclosure of the patent and should include that which is new 
in the art to which the invention pertains. 

If the patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical dis- 
closure may be new in the art, and the abstract should be 
directed to the entire disclosure. 

If the patent is in the nature of an improvement in an old 
apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract 
should include the technical disclosure of the improvement. 

In certain patents, particularly those for compounds and 
compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use 
thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set forth a proc- 
ess for making and/or a use thereof. 

If the new technical disclosure involves modifications or 
alternatives, the abstract should mention by way of example 
the preferred modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or specu- 
lative applications of the invention and should not compare 
the invention with the prior art. 

Where applicable, the abstract should include the follow- 
ing: (1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and oper- 
ation; (2) if an article, its method of making; (3) if a 
chemical compound, its identity and use; (4) if a mixture, 
its ingredients ; (5) if a process, the steps. Extensive mechan- 
feal and design details of apparatus should not be given. 

With regard particularly to chemical patente, for com- 
pounds or compositions, the general nature of the compound 
or composition should be given as well as the use thereof, 
e.g., “The compounds are of the class of alkyl benzene sul- 
fony! ureas, useful as oral anti-diabetics.”” Exemplification of 
a species could be illustrative of members of the class. For 
processes, the type reaction, reagents and process conditions 
should be stated, generally illustrated by a single example 
unless variations are necessary. 


Language and Format 


The abstract should be in narrative form and generally 
limited to a single paragraph within the range of 50 to 250 
words. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent 
claims, such as “means” and “said,” should be avoided. The 
abstract should sufficiently describe the disclosure to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the 
full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not 
repeat information given in the title. It should avoid using 
phrases which can be implied, such as, “This disclosure con- 
cerns,” “The disclosure defined by this invention,” “This dis- 
closure describes,” ete. 


Responsibility 


Preparation of the abstract is the responsibility of the ap- 
plicant. Background knowledge of the art and an appreciation 
of the applicant’s contribution to the art are most important 
in the preparation of the abstract. The review of the abstract, 
for compliance with these guidelines, with any necessary edit- 
ing and revision on allowance of the application is the re- 
sponsibility of the examiner. 


Sample Abstracts 


A heart valve with an annular valve body defining an ori- 
fice and having a plurality of struts forming a pair of cages 
on opposite sides of the orifice. A spherical closure member is 
captively held within the cages and is moved by blood flow 
between open and closed positions in check valve fashion. A 
slight leak or backflow is provided in the closed position by 
making the orifice slightly larger than the closure member. 
Blood flow is maximized in the open position of the valve by 
providing an inwardly convex contour on the orifice-defining 
surfaces of the body. An annular rib is formed in a channel 
around the periphery of the valve body to anchor a suture ring 
used to secure the valve within a heart. 





A method for sealing, by application of heat, overlapping 
closure panels of a folding box made from paperboard hav- 
ing an extremely thin coating of moisture-proofing thermo- 
plastic material on opposite surfaces. Heated air is directed 
at the surfaces to be bonded, the temperature of the air at 
the point of impact on the surfaces being above the char 
point of the board. The duration of application of heat is made 
so brief, by a corresponding high rate of advance of the boxes 
through the air stream, that the coating on the reverse side 
of the panels remains substantially non-tacky. The bond is 
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formed immediately after heating within a period of time for 
any one surface point less than the total time of exposure to 
heated air of that point. Under such conditions the heat ap- 
plied to soften the thermoplastic coating is dissipated after 
completion of the bond by absorption into the board acting 
as a heat sink without the need for cooling devices. 





Amides are produced by reacting an ester of a carboxylic 
acid with an amine, using as catalyst an alkoxide of an alkali 
metal. The ester is first heated to at least 75° C. under a 
pressure of no more than 500 mm. of mercury to remove mois- 
ture and acid gases which would prevent the reaction, and 
then converted to an amide without heating to initiate the 


reaction. 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Apr. 23, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[862 0.G. 653] 
(153) DISCONTINUATION OF THE PUBLICATION “PATENT 


ABSTRACTS SECTION OF THE OFFICIAL GAZETTE” 


Effective Mar. 31, 1970, the Patent Office will no longer 
print the publication “Patent Abstracts Section of the Official 
Gazette.” Reasons for this decision are the desire to incur a 
saving in printing costs, the same information now appears 
in the Orrictat Gazettes, and the number of subscribers no 
longer warrants a separate publication. 

The Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Print- 
ing Office, will contact subscribers to the “Patent Abstracts” 
for appropriate action regarding their subscriptions. 


CLARENCE A. KALK, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner for Administration. 


Feb. 9, 1970. 
[872 0.G. 1] 





CITATION OF PUBLICATIONS AND FOREIGN 
PaTENTS 
Foreign Patents 

In accordance with Rule 107, for each foreign patent cited, 
there should be indicated the number of sheets of drawing 
and pages of specification and also the sheet number(s) and 
page number(s) specifically relied upon if less than the entire 
disclosure is used. Because it is essential to conserve space 
in the Examiner’s file of applications and to minimize the cost 
to applicant under the automatic supply of references cited, 
whenever the total numver of sheets and pages in any foreign 
patent exceeds ten, the Examiner should keep the total relied 
on as near to ten as possible. Applicants who desire a copy 
of the complete foreign patent or of the portion not “relied 
on” must order it, not through the automatic supply system, 
but in the usual manner. 


Publications 


Publications such as German allowed applications and 
Netherlands printed specifications should be similarly handled. 
With other publications such as books, periodicals and cata- 
logues, the specific pages relied upon should be cited. If the 
copy relied upon is located only in the Group making the 
action (there is no call number), the additional information, 
“Copy in Group —” should be given. 


(154) 


Jan. 4, 1965. 


[811 0.G. 293] 





AUTOMATIC FURNISHING Free COPIES OF 
CiTep REFERENCES 

Commencing November 1, 1965, one complete set of refer- 
ences cited by Examiners in Office Actions will be automati- 
cally supplied without charge simultaneously with the mail- 
ing of the actions. 

Additional copies of references desired must be properly 
identified and purchased from the regular Patent Office copy 
supply facilities. 
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This supersedes the notice, “Providing Copies of Cited 
References to Applicants” which was published in 809 0.G. 
317 on December 8, 1964. 





C. A. KALK, 
Oct. 1, 1965. Director of Administration. 
[819 0.G. 1335] 
(156) CITATION OF REFERENCES AT TIME OF 


ALLOWANCE 


Commencing March 15, 1966, references cited by examiners 
when passing an application to issue will no longer be sup- 
plied under the automatic plan. Copies of these references, 
if desired, must be purchased from the regular Patent Office 
copy supply facilities. 

Except as above indicated references cited by examiners in 
Office actions will continue to be automatically supplied with- 
out charge simultaneously with the mailing of the actions. 

This modifies the notice, “Automatic Furnishing Free 
Copies of Cited References,” which was published in 820 0.G. 
1 on November 2, 1965. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Feb, 24, 1966. Assistant Commissioner of Patents. 
[824 0.G. 805] 
(157) Onpers ror RereReNces CITED IN SHORTENED 


StatuToRY Periop ACTIONS 


Effective immediately, the Patent Office will no longer 
supply copies of references cited on a “Special Handling” 
basis without the usual additional charge. This service was 
announced In the OrriciaL GazeTTE on June 2, 1964. 

The Patent Office has, since November 1, 1965, been fur- 
nishing one complete set of references cited by Examiners 
in Office Actions automatically, without charge, simultane- 
ously with the mailing of the actions. 


[825 0.G. 811 (Apr. 19, 1966)] 





VOLUNTARY CITATION OF PRIOR 
ART BY APPLICANTS 


Effective immediately, the following policy is being adopted 
in the hope of encouraging more frequent and meaningful 
citation of prior art by applicants and their attorneys on a 
voluntary basis. 

Prior art cited by applicants or their attorneys within 
thirty days of the filing of a patent application, or prior to 
the first Office action, whichever is later, will be fully con- 
sidered by the Examiner, will be part of the official record, 
and will be included in the list of references cited in the 
patented file and in the printed patent provided the applicant : 


(a) Limits the number of references cited to not more 
than five separate items, unless a satisfactory explana- 
tion is given as to why more than five citations are 
necessary, and submits one copy of each of the refer- 
ences ; and 

(b) Submits a detailed discussion of the references, 
which discussion points out, with the particularity re- 
quired by Rule 111(b) and (c), how the claimed subject 
matter is distinguishable over the references. 

References cited by applicants or attorneys under the 
“special” examining procedure announced on March 2, 1965, 
and published in 812 0.G. 953 will also be included in the 
list of references cited in the patented file and printed patent. 

Prior art cited by applicants and attorneys under the prac- 
tice set forth in the notices published in 797 O.G. 733; 802 
0.G. 601; 804 0.G. 1 and 805 0.G. 294 will no longer be listed 
in the printed patent. 


(158) Ponicy Re: 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[837 0.G. 1032] 


Apr. 13, 1967. 





REFERENCE CITATIONS IN CONTINUATION 
APPLICATIONS 
Effective December 1, 1967, the Office will discontinue the 
practice of furnishing, automatically and without charge, 


(159) 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 


TM 43 


copies of references cited in continuation applications if they 
had been previously cited in the parent application. 

In the rare instance where no art is cited in a concinuation 
application, all the references cited during the prosecution of 
the parent application will be listed at allowance for printing 
in the patent. 

Other continuing applications, including continuation-in- 
part and divisional applications, are not affected by this 
change. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Nov. 1, 1967. Assistant Commissioner. 
[846 0.G. 1022] 
(160) PATENT CLASSIFICATION 


As a service to the public, effective with the issue of Decem- 
ber 10, 1968, all patents will contain at the end of the speci- 
fication, after the “List of References,” a list of all classes 
and subclasses in the U.S. Classification System into which 
the patent was cross-referenced at the time of issue. This list- 
ing will be headed “U.S. Cl.—X.R.” 

Beginning with the issue of January 7, 1969, all patents 
will also include International Patent Classifications in the 
heading and identified as “ Int. Cl.” 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Nov. 29, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[858 0.G. 1029] 
(161) MACHINE SEARCH SERVICE 


The Mechanized Search Service presently used by the Patent 
Office in making examiner searches in the field of Data Process- 
ing is offered for public use under the conditions and procedures 
prescribed herein. 

This system is available as a punched card file for an initial 
fee of $40.00 each. The instruction manual “Search System 
Manual for the Field of Data Processing-ICIREPAT System 
DP” is included as part of the “package.” A renewal fee of 
$35.00 per year entitles the subscriber to receive a set of 
cards for new issues. 

This file which presently exists for mechanized searching 
consists of : 


Field Class Subclass File content! 
235 157 2,965 U.S. Patents. 
Data processing............-f 340 172.5 622 Literature articles 


1 Aperestpene number of documents in the files as of June 
30, 1971. 


The scope and organization of this file is described in the 
publication “Search System Manual for the Field of Data 
Processing-ICIREPAT System DP.” 

A substantial portion of this publication is devoted to the 
technique of preparing the code sheet which is the means pro- 
vided for expressing the search query for machine handling. 
Effective use of the mechanized search system and the achieve- 
ment of competent results are depen‘ent upon understanding 
and care in applying the coding information offered in this 
publication. 

The Patent Office will accept requests for machine searches 
submitted on code sheets prepared in accordance with instruc- 
tions contained in the aforedescribed publication. Requests 
received in any other form will not be accepted, as the Patent 
Office will not assume the responsibility for the formulation 
of a search query or the representation of a query in coded 
form. The Patent Office will, however, provide assistance to 
persons seeking aid in resolving specific questions which may 
arise in completing the code sheet prior to submitting the 
search request. The code sheet sérves as the query form for 
searches on this system. 

One or more Examiners have been designated to provide such 
assistance. A request for a conference on mechanized search 
questions in the field of Data Processing may be directed to 
the Supervisory Primary Examiner of Group Art Unit 237. 

A search constitutes all of the machine and related opera- 
tions required to retrieve from a data file, information con- 
tained therein which fulfills the search instructions repre- 
sented on a code sheet. When several code sheets are required 
to cover the full search need, each code sheet will constitute 
a search. A search will be considered to be complete and proper 
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even under circumstances in which proper operation of the 
system produces output representing documents which, while 
fulfilling the coded requirements, are determined by the user 
to lack pertinence or relevance in afy or a sufficient degree ; 
or, conversely, fails to produce an output. 

The cost per search, which includes a list of the document 
references retrieved, is $5.00. Copies of all U.S. patent and 
non-patent literature references will be supplied, if requested 
as part of the search service, for additional cost at established 
rates, chargeable to a deposit account maintained by the 
search purchaser with the Patent Office. 

Code sheets for the machine search file may be obtained 
from the Patent Office. Address request to the Patent Office, 
Office of Search Systems and Documentation, Washington, 
D.C., 20231. 

After any necessary consultation with the Examiner in 
preparing the search query, address search requests together 
with the completed code sheet and fee to the Commissioner 
of Patents, Washington, D.C., 20231, Attention should be di- 
rected to the Office of Search Systems and Documentation, 
Office of the Adminstrator. 


[891 0.G. 886 (Oct. 19, 1971)] 
—_—_— 


TRADEMARKS 


ADVANCEMENT OF TRADEMARK APPLICATIONS 
FoR EXAMINATION 


Effective immediately, in the interest of expediting the 
prosecution of trademark applications in which the applicants 
are willing to cooperate in accelerated prosecution, any trade- 
mark application in which the applicant agrees to respond 
to each Office action within two months of its date will be 
advanced for action by the Patent Office ahead of applications 
in a similar stage of prosecution in which no such agreement 
has been made. 


(162) 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 


Mar. 23, 1966. Commissioner of Patents. 
[827 0.G. TM 1] 
_—_—— 
(163) ORAL HEARINGS UNDER TRADEMARK 


RULE 2.142(c) 

Effective January 1, 1969 for a trial period of six months, 
new procedures will be initiated which will permit Trade- 
mark Examiners having full signatory authority to present 
an oral argument before the Trademark Trial and Appeal 
Board in ex parte appeals where the applicant has been 
granted an oral hearing. 

After the attorney representing the appellant has made his 
presentation, the Examiner will be allowed fifteen minutes 
to reply as well as to present a statement clearly setting 
forth his position with respect to the issues involved. Ap- 
pellant may utilize any allotted time not used in the initial 
presentation for rebuttal. 

EDWIN L. REYNOLDS, 


Nov. 14, 1968. First Assistant Commissioner. 
{857 0.G. TM 49] 
—_——_ 
(164) SEPARATION OF THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK 


SECTIONS OF THE OFFICIAL GAZETTE 
Effective February 2, 1971, the OrrictaL GazeTrTs will be 
separated into two parts to be known as the Patent Official 
Gazette and the Trademark Oficial Gazette. The subscription 
prices for these publications are as follows : 


Patent Official Gazette : 
$89.00 per year 
22.25 additional for foreign mailing 
2.00 per single copy 
Trademark Official Gazette : 
$17.00 per year 
4.25 additional for foreign mailing 
.40 per single copy 
Also effective February 2, 1971, the OrriciaL GazeTrTe will 
no longer contain “Decisions in Patent and Trademark Cases.” 
Decisions of the type heretofore found in the “Decisions in 
Patent and Trademark Cases” are published by non-Federal 
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organizations such as, for example, the Bureau of National 
Affairs, Inc., 1281 25th St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20037, 
and West Publishing Co., 50 Kellogg Blvd., St. Paul, Minn. 
55102, 

Finally, the “Decisions Leaflet” of the OrriciaL GazETTE 
will no longer be supplied as a separate subscription item after 
January 26, 1971. According to present plans, however, both 
the Parent OrriciaAL GazeTTe and the TRADEMARK OFFICIAL 
GazeTrTe will have identical “Patent Office Notices” sections 
containing notices of the various types heretofore published 
in the Gazette decision leaflet and Trademark Section. Those 
notices of particular interest to Patent Office employees will 
be accumulated and published approximately every fourth 
week, and distributed separately to employees. 


WILLIAM BD. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[882 0.G. 448] 


Dec. 29, 1970. 





Norice of TRADEMARK PUBLICATIONS IN 
FEBRUARY AND MARCH 


Beginning Feb. 2, 1971, the OrriciaL GazeTTs of the United 
States Patent Office, consisting of patent and trademark Sec- 
tions, was separated into two distinct publications, the “Orri- 
CIAL GazeTTs (Patent Section)” and the “OrriciaL GazBTTE 
(Trademark Section). Those subscribing to the OrriC1aL 
GazeTrTe prior to the separation have received only the Ort- 
CIAL GazetTe (Patent Section) beginning with the date of 
its separation unless they requested a subscription to the 
OrriciaL GazETTse (Trademark Section). An effort was made 
to notify these subscribers that they would not receive the 
OrrictaL Gazette (Trademark Section) after the separation 
on February 2 unless they subscribed separately to this pub- 
lication. However, the notice has been misinterpreted by some 
former subscribers who, accordingly, have not requested a 
separate subscription to the Orrictan GazetTz (Trademark 
Section) and, therefore, have not received this publication. 

In view of the above, jurisdiction will be restored for ali 
marks published for opposition on Feb, 2, 9, 16, and 23, Mar. 
2, 9, and 16, 1971, to the Examiner of Trademarks and these 
marks will, by notice in the Orrictan Gazetts (Trademark 
Section) of Mar. 23, 1971, be republished for opposition by 
reference to the OrFiciaL GazeTTs (Trademark Section) for 
those dates, The republication of these marks by reference 
will be effective as a publication in accordance with Section 
12(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946 for the purpose of op- 
position by any person who believes he will be damaged by 
the registration of the mark. Oppositions to such republished 
marks may be filed within the time specified by Section 13 of 
the Statute or by Rules 2.101 and 2.102 of the Trademark 
Rules of Practice. Any opposition received after the original 
publication and on or before Apr. 22, 1971, will be deemed to 
have been timely filed. 

In addition, all persons desiring to receive the OrriciaL 
GazEeTTe (Trademark Section) should contact the Superin- 
tendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washing- 
ton, D.C., 20402. Subscription to this publication costs $17.00 
per annum. The Superintendent of Documents has advised 
that all persons subscribing during March will receive the 
previous February and March issues of the OrriciaL GazeTTE 
(Trademark Section) until the excess weekly inventory of 
approximately 3000 copies is exhausted. 


WILLIAM B. SCHUYLER, Jz., 


(165) 


Feb. 25, 1971. Commissioner of Patents. 
[884 0.G. 430] 
ST 

(166) PREFACE TO THE TRADEMARK O.G. NOTICES 


In September 1970, a Public Advisory Committee for Trade- 
mark Affairs was established by the Secretary of Commerce. 
The Purpose of this Committee was to advise the Patent Of- 
fice on ways to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
administration of the Trademark Act. A report of this Advi- 
sory Committee has been received by the Commissioner of 
Patents. After reviewing the recommendations, although the 
review is not complete, it has been decided to make certain 
changes in trademark practice and procedure, and to propose 
changes in the rules of practice. Beginning with this issue of 
the OrriciaAL GazeETTe and in subsequent issues as needed, 
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announcements will be published concerning changes in pro- 
cedures and proposed amendments to the Trademark Rules 
of Practice. 


IDENTIFICATION OF GOODS AND SERVICES IN 
TRADEMARK APPLICATIONS 


Effective immediately, the Alphabetical List of Goods and 
Services which appears in the volume entitled “International 
Classification of Goods and Services to Which Trade Marks 
Are Applied” (published by the World Intellectual Property 
Organization (WIPO) is adopted as a general guideline for 
determining the degree of particularity of identification of 
goods and services required in trademark applications. 

Terms which appear in the International Classification 
listing will generally be accepted as proper identifications of 
goods and services. The use in the listing of more specific 
identifications indented below the heading term does not 
necessarily preclude acceptability of that heading. For ex- 
ample, the International Classification lists, as Item A407, 
Ammunition, followed by specific types of ammunition, as 
Items A408 and A409 and A410. “Ammunition” will be ac- 
cepted as an identification in accordance with In re Dynamit 
Nobel AG, 169 USPQ 499 (TTAB, 1971). However, if the 
more specific term is used whenever appropriate, prosecution 
of the application may be shortened since the possibility of 
@ requirement of greater particularity (see below) is reduced. 

Greater particularity than is set forth by the terms in the 
International Classification listing may not be required by 
the Examiner in the absence of a clear need therefor. Typical 
illustrations of clear need can be found in the following situa- 
tions : 


(1) The broad term includes items which are classified in 
more than one class. (For example, “artists’ materials.’’) 

(2) The broad term is too indefinite for proper examination. 
(For example, “metallic parts.’’) 

(3) (@) The identification is inconsistent with the goods 
or services disclosed by the specimens. 

(b) The ordinary meaning of the identification is at vari- 
ance with the goods or services disclosed by the specimens or 
the record. (For example, “decalcomanias” are not ade- 
quately identified by the term “publications.” See also Za 
parte Consulting Publishing Co., 115, USPQ 240.) 

(4) Wording included in the mark requires limitation of 
the identification. (For example, “beer” may not be included 
in the identification where the mark is “Newark ‘Olde Town’ 
Ale” (Za parte Consumers Brewing Oo., 55 USPQ 426).) 


On the other hand, some situations do not constitute clear 
need, as illustrated by the following : 


(1) The existence of a decision holding that a likelihood 
of confusion exists in relation to items which are narrowly 
identified does not in itself constitute a clear need to require 
amendment of a broad identification to the more specific items 
mentioned in the decision. 

(2) If the identification is understood when read in asso- 
ciation with the title of the class in which it is placed and is 
otherwise satisfactory, further qualifying amendment should 
not be required. (For example, “mufflers” in the clothing class 
would not require further modification to indicate that articles 
of clothing are intended ; similarly the term “house organ” in 
the class for printed publications would not need further 
qualification. ) 


In a few instances, the terminology in the International Clas- 
sification of Goods and Services is not in common usage in 
the United States. Where this occurs, the term more commonly 
used in this country should be selected. 

The English edition of the “International Classification of 
Goods and Services to Which Trade Marks Are Applied” can 
be ordered from : 


Sales Branch, The Patent Office 
Block C. Station Square House 
St. Mary Cray, Orpington, Kent, England 


Certain modifications and additions to the Classification have 
been published as supplements and are also available from the 
British Office. 

We have been advised by the British Patent Office that the 
best methods of payment are : 

(@) By International Money Order or by Banker’s draft 
payable in Sterling and drawn on a British bank or, 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 


TT 45 


(b) By ordinary check drawn on an American bank in 
dollars and payable to the Comptroller-General, Patent Office. 

Orders for the International Classification and for the 
Supplements can be made by method (a) or (b) and should be 
accompanied by remittance in the following amount(s) : 

(a) If paid by International Money Order or by Banker’s 
draft : 


International Classification .. 10 shillings ($1.20 per copy) 





Nov. 15, 1967 supplement ... ishilling (12¢ per copy) 
Mar. 18, 1970 supplement ~... (free) 
Mar. 3, 1971 supplement .... 2shillings (24¢ per copy) 
Total Cost (including post- 
age by surface mail) .. 13 shillings ($1.56) 


_ 
(b) If paid by ordinary check : 


International Classification ...........----.....- -— $1.46 
Nov. 15, 1967 supplement ~...--_-..----~...-~---..- 15 
Mar. 18, 1970 supplement ~..-~--~-..-~--~~----.-.. (free) 
Mar. 3, 1971 supplement ~..........-.......---... 30 


Total Cost (including postage by surface mail) .. $1.90 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
June 16, 1971. Commissioner of Patents. 


Published in 36 F.R. 13232; July 16, 1971 
[889 0.G, 2] 


REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME IN 
WHIcH To OPPOSE 


The Patent Office is adopting a new procedure to be used 
when filing a request for an extension of time in which to 
oppose under Section 13 of the Trademark Act and Rule 2.102, 
Trademark Rules of Practice. All requests for extension of 
time should be submitted in triplicate, The Patent Office will 
stamp each copy of the request with the action taken and send 
a copy to the requester and the applicant. The third copy will 
be entered in the file. 

The purpose of this new procedure is to expedite the han- 
dling of extensions of time by eliminating the preparation of 
a formal notice of the disposition of the request. Further, 
this procedure will provide the applicant with additional in- 
formation concerning the potential opposition. 


WILLIAM BH. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


(167) 


June 16, 1971. 
Published in 36 F.R. 13232; July 16, 1971 
[889 0.G. 3] 
—E 


(168) T@RMINATION OF ADVANCEMENT OF TRADEMARK 
APPLICATIONS FOR EXAMINATION 


The practice of expediting the prosecution of certain new 
trademark applications as set forth in the notice of March 
23, 1966 (825 O.G. TM 54, 104 and 148) entitled “Advance- 
ment of Trademark Applications for Examination,” is re- 
scinded effective August 1, 1971. 

Pending applications in which a request for accelerated 
prosecution is filed prior to August 1, 1971, will continue to 
be expedited in accordance with the notice of March 23, 1966. 


WILLIAM B. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


June 16, 1971. 
Published in $6 F.R. 13231; July 16, 1971 
[889 0.G. 2] 
——————— 


(169) RecorpInc or DocuMENTs AFFECTING TITLE 


The Patent Office is liberalizing its policy concerning the 
recording of documents, other than assignments, which affect 
title to trademark registrations and applications. Under 
Rule 2.185 of the Trademark Rules of Practice, instruments 
affecting title to a trademark registration or application, and 
licenses of trademarks which are the subject of trademark 
registrations or applications, will be recorded even though the 
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recording thereof may not serve as constructive notice under 
Section 10 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 


U.S.C, 1060). 
WILLIAM HB. SCHUYLER, Jz, 
Tune 16, 1971. Commissioner of Patents. 


Published im 36 F.R. 18831; July 16, 1971 
[880 0.G. 2] 
———————— 


(170) ESTABLISHMENT OF MANUAL OF TRADEMARK 
EXAMINING PROCEDURE 


Preliminary work has begun on the preparation of a Manual 
of Trademark Examining Procedure. 

Directives on trademark examining procedure will be issued 
by the Patent Office from time to time and, when appropriate, 
will be included in the Manual at a later date. The directives 
will be numbered sequentially and those issued prior to pub- 
Heation of the Manual will be designated as Series 1. These 
directives will constitute the guidelines for the examination 
of trademark applications. 3 

Trademark Examining Directives are available through the 
Superintendent of Documents, Washington, D.C., 20013 at 
an annual subscription of $1.50 plus 50¢ for foreign mailing. 

ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 
Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[889 0.G. 1358) 
A 
(171) Re: TRADEMARKS 
(87 CFR Part 2] 

ACcEss TO PENDING APPLICATIONS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the authority con- 
tained in section 6 of the Act of July 19, 1952 (66 Stat. 793; 
35 U.S.C. 6) the Patent Office proposes to revise § 2.27 of 
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations as set forth below. 

All persons are invited to present their written views, ob- 
jections, recommendations, or suggestions in connection with 
the proposed changes to the Commissioner of Patents, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20231 on or before October 15, 1971. No oral 
hearing will be held. 

The only substantive change made in § 2.27 is elimination of 
the requirement to show good cause for access to pending 
applications. The amendment is intended to liberalize access 
to pending trademark applications. A written request for 
access will continue to be required, however, so that a record 
of those persons having access to pending applications may be 
maintained. The proposed amendment also restructures the 
form of the rule by dividing it into four sections for easier 
reading. 

The text of the proposed revised section is as follows: 
$2.27 Pending application indea ; access to applications. 

(a) Am index of pending applications including the name 
and address of the applicant, a reproduction or description 
of the mark, the goods or services with which the mark is 
used, the class number, the dates of use, and the serial num- 
ber and filing date of the application will be available for 
public inspection as soon as practicable after filing. 

(b) Access to the file of a particular pending trademark 
application will be permitted prior to publication under 
§ 2.81 upon written request. 

(c) Decisions of the Commissioner and the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board in applications and proceedings re- 
lating thereto are published or available for inspection or 
publication. 

(d) After a mark has been registered, or published for op- 
position, the file of the application and all proceedings relat- 
ing thereto are available for public inspection and copies of 
the papers may be furnished upon paying the fee therefor. 

ROBERT GOTTSCHALE, 
Acting Commissioner of Patents. 


Approved: August 9, 1971. 


James H. WAKBLIN, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


[FR Doc. 71-12161; Filed 8-19-71; 8:45 a.m.) 
Published in 36 F.R. 16194; Aug. 20, 1971 
[890 0.G. 300] 


July 27, 1971. 
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(172) TrapeMaRK APPLICATION AND DRAWING REQUIRE- 
MENTS; INTERFERENCES, AND INTER PakTEs PRo- 


CEDUBEB 
(87 CFR Part 2) 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the authority con- 
tained in section 41 of the Act of July 5, 1946 (60 Stat. 440, 
15 U.S.C. 1128) and section 6 of the Act of July 19, 1952 
(66 Stat. 798, 85 U.S.C. 6), the Patent Office proposes to 
amend Title 87 of the Code of Federal Regulations by revok- 
ing §2.124a, adding §§ 2.83 and 2.117, and revising, amend- 
ing and/or redesigning §§ 2.21—2.23, 2.27, 2.52, 2.56, 2.80- 
2.82, 2.01, 2.92, 2.98, 2.99, 2.101, 2.108, 2.104, 2.112, 2.116, 
2.119, 2.120, 2.122—2.125, and 2.127—2.129. 

All persons are invited to present their views, objections, 
recommendations, or suggestions in connection with the pro- 
posed changes to the Commissioner of Patents, Washington, 
D.C. 29281, on or before October 22, 1971, on which date a 
hearing will be held at 2:30 p.m., ¢.d.s.t., in Room 8C06, 
Buildiag 2, 2011 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, Va. All 
persons wishing to be heard orally at the hearing are re- 
quested to notify the Commissioner of Patents of their in- 
tended appearance. Any written comments or suggestions may 
be inspected by any person upon written request a reason- 
able time after the closing date for submitting comments. 

Trademark application and drawing requirements. Revised 
§ 2.21. specifies the requirements for a complete application. 
The Patent Office proposes to reduce the requirements for a 
complete application, thereby making most applications en- 
titled to a filing date when received. Informalities which re- 
quire correction under present practice, however, would con- 
tinue to require correction at an appropriate time. 

Section 2.22 is amended by deleting the first sentence of the 
existing section and changing the title. 

Section 2.28 provides for numbering of all applications as 
received, whether or not entitled to a filing date. 

Section 2.52 requires the size of sheets on which draw- 
ings are made to be 8 inches wide and 11 inches long, in 
order to standardize drawing size and expedite handling in 
the Patent Office. 

Section 2.56 is amended to make clear that five specimens 
must still be submitted, although not required in order to 
obtain a filing date under § 2.21. 

Trademark interferences. Under section 16 of the Trade- 
mark Act of 1946, the Patent Office proposes to restrict inter- 
ference practice to rare cases in which a party might be able 
to prove that he would suffer irrevocable harm if his only 
recourse was \o file an opposition or a petition for cancella- 
tion, It is believed that opposition and cancellation proceed- 
ings are the most expeditious means of determining the rights 
of parties with respect to conflicting marks. The proposed 
changes are expected virtually to eliminate interferences in 
trademark cases. The Patent Office is not presently aware of 
any interference situation in which the rights of the parties 
cannot be determined fairly in an opposition or concellation 
proceeding. However, to provide an opportunity for a party to 
request an interference if such a situation should arise, pro- 
posed § 2.91 would provide for petitions to the Commissioner 
for the declaration of interferences under extraordinary 
circumstances. 

Section 2.80, formerly § 2.81, is provided with a more de- 
scriptive title, and the reference to interferences in the last 
sentence is deleted. 

New § 2.83 provites that when the marks in two or more 
applications are in conflict, the application with the earliest 
filing date will be published for opposition. 

Section 2.91 provides that interferences will not be de- 
clared except upon petition to the Commissioner and upon a 
showing of extraordinary circumstances. 

Existing §2.92(b) is revoked, existing § 2.92(c) is re- 
designated as §2.61(c), and part of the last sentence of exist- 
ing § 2.98 is deleted, since interferences will no longer be 
instituted by the Examiner of Trademarks. 

Trademark inter partes procedure. The changes in the sec- 
tions concerning inter partes procedure are intended to reflect 
the current practice of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, 
and to expedite the handling of inter partes proceedings from 
institution to final hearing. They are designed, at the same 
time, to further incorporate into the inter partes proceed- 
ings the general principles embodied in the Federal Rules of 
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Civil Procedure insofar as they may be applicable to Patent 
Office proceedings, and thereby provide a uniform practice and 
body of law as guidelines to both attorneys and the Patent 
Office. The amendments incorporate portions of the rules of 
practice in Patent Cases (37 CFR Part 1) pertaining largely 
to the procedure for taking testimony. In incorporating these 
provisions, those portions which are not applicable to the 
inter partes trademark proceedings have been deleted. 

The proposed change in § 2.99 authorizes publication or 
allowance of applications for concurrent registration without 
a concurrent use proceeding when there has been a prior court 
determination of the rights of the parties. 

Section 2.104 is changed to adopt language from the Fed- 
eral Rules by requiring a “short and plain statement” show- 
ing why an opposer would be damaged. The change is in- 
tended to make clear that a lengthy pleading is not required. 
An analogous change is made in § 2.112 with respect to 
petitions for cancellation. 

Section 2.116, formerly § 2.117, is amended to make clear 
that subsequent amendments to the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedures will be applicable. 

Proposed new § 2.117 would provide for proceedings before 
the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board to be suspended when 
the parties are engaged in a civil action which might be dis- 
positive of the case. 

Section 2.119 is changed by adding a paragraph identical 
to § 1.248, regarding manner of service of papers. 

A number of amendments are proposed for § 2.120. The 
discovery provisions of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
are adopted for inter partes trademark proceedings except 
where different provisions are contained in the Patent Office 
regulations. 

Section 2.120(a) would permit discovery depositions either 
upon oral examination or upon written questions. 

Section 2.120(b) concerning requests for admission is 
changed by increasing the period of 15 days for responding 
to requests for admission to 30 days in line with the amend- 
ments to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure effective July 1, 
1970. 

Section 2.120(c), as amended, specifies 11 subjects for 
written interrogatories, in lieu of the more general provision 
for interrogatories in Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 

Section 2.120(d) permits application to the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board for an order requiring discovery, and 
allows the Board to impose sanctions for failure to comply 
with such orders. 

Section 2.122(b) provides for a registration pleaded in an 
opposition or petition for cancellation to be received in evi- 
dence and made part of the record if two status copies of 
the printed registration or an order for such copies is sub- 
mitted. 

Present § 2.123(c), relating to printed publications and 
official records, is redesignated as § 2.122(c) and revised to 
incorporate the substance of § 1.282 (Patent Rule 282). 

New §2.122(d) incorporates the substance of § 1.283 
(Patent Rule 283). 

New § 2.123 incorporates the provisions of §§ 1.273—1.281, 
1.285, and 1.286 (Patent Rules 2738 to 281, 285 and 286). In 
certain instances references are made to provisions of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Portions of the Patent Rules 
which are not applicable to trademark practice have been 
omitted. 

Section 2.124(b) is amended to require testimony by written 
questions to be prepared with each answer immediately pre- 
ceded by its corresponding question. A requirement also is 
added for testimony under § 2.124 to be ce-tified. 

Section 2.124a, concerning testimony taken in foreign coun- 
tries, is revoked. Testimony in foreign contries would be taken 
by depositions upon written questions in accordance with new 
§ 2.124(4). 

Reference numbers in §2.125 have been changed in accord- 
ance with the renumbering. 

Section 2.127(a) provides that the Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board may treat a motion as conceded when a party 
fails to file a brief in opposition to the motion. Sections 
2.127(b) and 2.129(c) are amended by adding a sentence re- 
quiring briefs in opposition to petitions for reconsideration to 
be filed within 15 days. 

Section 2.128(b) includes certain changes with respect to 
the form required for briefs. 
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The proposed amendments are as follows : 
1, Revise § 2.21 to read as follows : 


$2.21 Requirements for a complete application and fling 
date. 


* (a) An application will not be considered complete unless 
all of the following elements are received : 

(1) A name and address to which communications can be 
directed ; 

(2) A drawing or other identification of the mark sought 
to be registered ; 

(8) An identification of goods or services ; 

(4) At least one speciment of the mark as actually used ; 

(5) A date of first use of the mark in commerce, or a certi- 
fication or certified copy of a foreign registration if the ap- 
plication is based on such foreign registration pursuant to 
section 44(e) of the act, or a claim of the benefit of a prior 
foreign application in accordance with section 44(d) of the 
act; 
(6) The required filing fee for at least one class of goods 
or services. 


Compliance with one or more of the rules relating to the 
elements specified above may be required before the applica- 
tion is further processed. 

(b) The filing date of the application is the date on which 
the complete application is received in the Patent Office in 
acceptable form. 

2. Revise § 2.22 to read as follows: 


$2.22 Incomplete application. 

If the papers are incomplete or so defective that they can- 
not be accepted, the applicant will be notified and the papers 
and fee held 6 months for completion. If the application is 
not completed within such time, the papers and fee will be 
returned to the applicant or otherwise disposed of ; the draw- 
ing or fee of an unaccepted application may be transferred to 
a later application. 

3. Revise § 2.23 to read as follows: 


$2.23 Serial number. 
Applications will be numbered as received and the applicant 
will be informed of the serial number and date of receipt of 


the application. When an application has been determined to 
be complete, the applicant will be informed of the filing date 
of the application. 
$2.27 [Amended] 

4. Amend § 2.27 by changing “2.81” in the second sentence 
of paragraph (a) to read “2.80.” 

6. Amend §2.52 by revising paragraph (c) to read a8 
follows : 


$2.52 Requirements for drawings. 


. + et e - 
(c) Size of paper and margins. The size of the sheet on 
which a drawing is made must be 8 inches wide and 11 inches 
long. One of the shorter sides of the sheet should be regarded 
as its top. When the figure is longer than the width of the 
sheet, the sheet should be turned on its side — the top 
at the right, The size of the mark must be such as to leave a 


margin of at least 1 inch on the sides and bottom of the 
paper aad at least 1 inch between it and the heading. 


7 a on * 7. 
6. Revise § 2.56 to read as follows: 
$2.56 Specimens. 


The application must be accompanied by five specimens of 
the trademark as actually used on or in connection with the 
goods in commerce. The specimens shall be duplicates of the 
actually used labels, tags, or containers, or the displays as- 
sociated therewith or portions thereof, when made of suitable 
material and capable of being arranged flat and of a size not 
larger than the size of the drawing. 

7. Redesignate §2.81 as §2.80 and revise to read as 
follows : 


$2.80 Publication for opposition. 

If, on examination or reexamination of an application for 
registration on the Principal Register, it appears that the 
applivant is entitled te have his mark registered, the mark 
will be published in the Orriciat GazetTs for opposition. The 








[Redesignated] 
8. Redesignate §§ 2.82 and 2.88 as §§ 2.81 and 2.82, re- 


9. Add a new § 2.88 to read as follows: 


$2.83 Conflicting marks. 

(a) Whenever an application is made for registration of 
a mark which so resembles another mark pending registra- 
tion as to be likely to cause confusion or mistake or to de- 
ceive, the mark with the earliest effective filing date will be 
published in the OrriciaL Gazette for opposition if eligible 
for the Principal Register, or issued a certificate of registra- 
tion if eligible for the Supplemental Register. A notice will be 
sent, if practicable, to the later filed applicant informing him 
of the publication or issuance of the earlier filed mark. 

(b) In situations in which conflicting applications are filed 
on the same date, the application with the earliest date of 
execution will be published in the OrrictaL GazeTTs or issued 
a certificate of registration. A notice will be sent, if prac- 
ticable to the applicant with the later date of execution in- 
forming him of the publication or issuance of the earlier ex- 
ecuted application. 

(ec) The conflicting application which is not published in 
the OrriciaL Gazette for opposition or not issued a certificate 
of registration will be suspended by the Examiner of Trade- 
marks until the published or issued application is registered 
or abandoned. 

10. Revise the heading for §§ 2.91—2.99 entitled ‘Inter- 
ferences” to read “Interferences and Concurrent Use Pro- 

” 


11, Revise § 2.91 to read as follows : 


$2.91 Interferences. 

(a) An interference will not be declared between two ap- 
plications or between an application and a registration except 
upon petition to the Commissioner. Interferences will be de- 
clared by the Commissioner only upon a showing of extraordi- 
nary circumstances which would result in a party being un- 
duly prejudiced without an interference. In ordinary circum- 
stances, the availability of an opposition or cancellation pro- 
ceeding to the party will be deemed to remove any undue 
prejudice. 

(b) Registrations and applications to register on the Sup- 
plemental Register, registrations under the Act of 1920, and 
registrations of marks the right to use of which has become 
incontestable are not subject to intereference. 

12. Revise § 2.92 to read as follows : 


$2.92 Preliminary to interference. 

Before the declaration of an interference, the marks which 
are to form the subject matter of the controversy must have 
been decided to be registrable by each party except for the 
interfering mark. 


$2.61 [Amended] 


18. Redesignate § 2.92(c) as § 2.61(c). 
14. Revise § 2.98 to read as follows : 


$2.98 Adding party to interference. 

If, during the pendency of an interference, another case 
appears involving substantially the same registrable subject 
matter, the Examiner of Trademarks may request the sus- 
pension of the interference for the purpose of adding said 
case. Such suspension will be granted as a matter of course 
if no testimony has been taken. If any testimony has been 
or is about to be taken, the case will not be added except 
upon approval of a member of the Trademark Trial and Ap- 
peal Board. If the case is not added, the Examiner of Trade- 
marks may suspend action on such case pending termination 
of the interference proceeding. 

15. Amend § 2.99 by adding a new paragraph (d) to read as 
follows : 


§2.99 Application to register as concurrent user. 
. = 7 . 


(a)' When concurrent registration is sought on the basis 
of a court determination of the rights of the parties to use 
the marks in commerce, the application shall be examined by 
the Examiner of Trademarks. If the applicant is entitled to 
registration subject only to the concurrent lawful use of a 
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party to the court proceeding, the Examiner of Trademarks 
may publish or allow the application, provided the court de- 
cree specifies the rights of the parties. 


$2.101 [Amended] 
16, Amend § 2.101 by changing “2.81” to 


$2,103 [Amended] 

17, Amend § 2.103 by changing “2.81” in the second sen- 
tence to read “2.80.” 

18, Revise § 2.104 to read as follows : 


$ 2.104 Oontents of opposition. 

The opposition must set forth a short and plain statement 
tending to show why the opposer would be damaged by the 
registration of the opposed mark and state the specific grounds 
for opposition. A duplicate copy of the opposition including 
exhibits shall be filed. 

19. Revise § 2.112 to read as follows: 


$2.112 Petition for cancellation. 

The petition to cancel, which must be verified, or include 
a declaration in accordance with § 2.20, must set forth a 
short and plain statement tending to show why the petitioner 
believes he is or will be damaged by the registration, state 
the specific grounds for cancellation, and indicate the re- 
spondent party to whom notice shall be sent. A duplicate copy 
of the petition, including exhibits, shall be filed with the pe- 
tition. Applications to cancel different registrations owned 
by the same party may be joined in one petition when ap- 
propriate, but the fee for each application to cancel a registra- 
tion must accompany the petition. 

20. Redesignate § 2.117 as § 2.116 and revise paragraph 
(a) to read as follows: 


$2.116 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

(a) Except as otherwise provided and wherever considered 
applicable or appropriate, procedure and practice in inter 
partes proceedings shall be governed by the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure effective on July 30, 1970 or as subsequently 
amended. 


= ow a s * 
21. Add a new § 2.117 to read as follows: 


$2.117 Suspension of proceedings. 

Whenever it shall come to the attention of the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board that parties to a pending case are 
engaged in a civil action which may be dispositive of the 
case, proceedings before the Board will be suspended until 
termination of the civil action. 

22. Revise § 2.119 to read as follows: 


$2.119 Service of papers. 


(a) Every paper filed in the Patent Office in inter partes 
cases, including appeals, must be served upon the other 
parties except the notices of interference (§ 2.93), the notice 
of opposition (§ 2.105), the petition for cancellation (§ 2.113) 
and the notices of a concurrent use proceeding (§ 2.99), 
which are mailed by the Patent Office. Proof of such servi-e 
must be made before the paper will be considered by the 
Office. A statement signed by the attorney or agent, attached 
to or appearing on the original paper when filed, clearly stat- 
ing the time and manner in which service was made will be 
accepted as prima facie proof of service. 

(b) Service of papers must be on the attorney or agent of 
the party if there be such or on the party if there is no 
attorney or agent, and may be made in either-of the following 
ways: (1) By delivering a copy of the paper to the person 
served ; (2) by leaving a copy at the usual place of business of 
the person served with someone in his employment ; (3) when 
the person served has no usual place of business, by leaving 
a copy at his residence, with a member of his family over 
14 years of age and of discretion; (4) transmission by first 
class mail, which may also be certified or registered. When- 
ever it shall be satisfactorily shown to the Commissioner that 
none of the above modes of obtaining or serving the paper 
is practicable, service may be by notice published in the 
OFFICIAL GasBTTE. 

(c) When service is made by mail, the date of mailing 
will be considered the date of service. Whenever a party is 
ee ee eee ee ae 
the service of a paper upon him by another party and the 
paper is served by mail, 5 days shall be added to the pre- 
scribed period. 


read “2.80.” 


~ 
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23. Revise § 2.120 to read as follows: 


$2.120 Discovery procedure. 

The provisions of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure re- 
lating to discovery, effective on July 30, 1970 or as subse- 
quently amended, shall apply where appropriate in inter 
partes trademark cases except as otherwise provided in this 
section. The period in which discovery may be taken will be 
specified by the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. 

(a) Depositions for discovery—(1) Manner of taking. 
Depositions may be taken upon oral examination in the man- 
ner prescribed by § 2.123 (c), (d) and (e), or upon written 
questions in the manner prescribed by § 2.124. The responsi- 
bility for securing the attendance of a proposed deponent 
other than a party or anyone who at the taking of the 
deposition was an officer, director or managing agent of a 
party, or a person designated under Rule 30(b)(6) or 31(a) 
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure to testify on behalf of 
a public or private corporation, partnership or association 
or governmental agency which is a party rests wholly with 
the interested party. See 35 U.S.C. 24. 

(2) Discovery of foreign party. The discovery of a party or 
an officer, director, or managing agent of a party, or a person 
designated under Rule 30(b) (6) or 31(a) of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure to testify on behalf of a party domiciled 
in a foreign country, may be taken in the manner prescribed 
by §§ 2.123 and 2.124. 

(3) Use of discovery depositions. Discovery depositions 
may be used in accordance with Rule 32(a) (1), (2), (4), and 
(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provided the 
party offering the deposition, or any part thereof, in evi- 
dence files the same before the close of his testimony period 
and also files a notice of reliance thereon. Objections, in- 
cluding any made during the examination, will be considered 
only if made or renewed at the hearing. 

(b) Request for admission. (1) Any party to an opposition, 
interference, cancellation or concurrent use proceeding may, 
within the time specified for taking depositions for discovery, 
serve upon any adverse party two copies of a written re- 
quest for admission by the letter of the genuiness of any 
relevant document described in and attached to the request 
(a photocopy may be attached provided the original thereof 
is made available for inspection), or of the truth of any 
facts which are material and relevant to the issues and which 
are believed to be within the knowledge of both the parties 
serving and the parties served. Each matter in respect of 
which an admission is requested shall be considered as ad- 
mitted unless, within 30 days after service thereof, the party 
to whom the request is directed serves upon the party re- 
questing the admission a sworn statement denying specifically 
the matter in respect of which admission is requested, or 
setting forth in detail the reasons why he cannot truthfully 
either admit or deny the same, or files objections thereto to- 
gether with one copy of the request for admission. Any reply 
to such objection shall be due within 10 days after service 
thereof. 

(2) No admission shall be considered as part of the record 
in the case unless a party files, before the close of his testi- 
mony period, a notice of reliance thereon and a copy of the 
admission and request therefor. 

(ce) Interrogatories. (1) Any party to an opposition, inter- 
ference, cancellation or concurrent use proceeding may, dur- 
ing the period for discovery specified by the Trademark Trial 
and Appeal Board, serve upon any adverse party two copies 
of written interrogatories limited to inquiries with respect 
to the following : 

(i) The issues of abandonment, nonuse, title, or fraud. 

(1i) Date of first use of any mark involved in the pro- 
ceeding. 

(ili) In a concurrent use proceeding, the geographical area 
by States in which the mark has been used. 

(iv) A description of all goods to which the mark has 
been applied. 

(v) Annual sales in units and dollars of all goods sold 
under the mark during the past 5 years. 

(vi) A description of advertising and promotion of the 
mark. 

(vii) Annual expenditure for advertising and promotion of 
the mark during the past 5 years. 

(vill) A description of channels of distribution by which 
all goods sold under the mark reach ultimate purchasers. 

(ix) All known instances of actual confusion of goods or of 
source between the pleaded marks of aversary parties, stat- 
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ing as to each the date and place of such instance, the name 
and address of the confused person or organization, the names 
and addresses of all witnesses to such instance of confusion, 
and a statement of the particular circumstances. 

(x) Representative samples of packaging, advertisements, 
and promotions of all goods sold under the mark. 

(xi) Names and addresses of persons having knowledge 
of the facts contained in the pleading of the adverse party. 


Answers to interrogatories may understate sales dollars and 
units and advertising and promotional expenditures by em- 
ploying the form “in excess of * * *” but no evidence of 
greater amounts shall thereafter be offered by the answering 
party during the proceeding. The party upon whom the inter- 
rogatories have been served shall serve a copy of the answers, 
and objections if any, on the interrogating party within 30 
days after the service of the interrogatories. 

(2) Interrogatories and answers thereto shall not be con- 
sidered as part of the record in the case unless the inter- 
rogating party files, before the close of his testimony period, 
a notice of reliance thereon, setting forth in said notice each 
interrogatory and answer thereto relied upon. 

(d) Failure to make discovery: Sanctions. If any party 
fails or refuses to answer any proper question in taking dis- 
covery depositions or fails or refuses to answer any proper 
question propounded by interrogatories or fails or refuses to 
comply with an order to produce and permit the inspection 
and copying of designated things, the party seeking discovery 
may apply to the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board for an or- 
der compelling discovery. If a party or an officer, director, or 
managing agent of a party, or a person designated under 
Rule 30(b)(6) or 31(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Pro- 
cedure fails to obey an order to provide or permit discovery, 
the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board may strike out all or 
any part of any pleading of that party, dismiss the action 
or proceeding, or deny any part thereof, enter judgment as by 
default against that party, or take any such other action 
as may be deemed appropriate. 

24. Amend § 2.122 by revising paragraph (b) and adding 
new paragraphs (c) and (d) to read as follows: 


$2.122 Matters in evidence. 
s . a . 7 


(b) A registration of the opposer or petitioner pleaded in 
an opposition or petition to cancel will be received in evi- 
dence and made part of the record if two status copies (show- 
ing title in the party) of the printed registration or an order 
for such copies accompany the opposition or petition. 

(ce) Printed publications, such as books and periodicals, 
available to the general public in libraries or of general cir- 
culation, and official records, if competent evidence and perti- 
nent to the issue, may be introduced in evidence by filing in 
the Patent Office a notice to that effect during the period for 
the taking of the testimony of the party (during the period 
for taking of testimony-in-chief if such matters are not in 
rebuttal), specifying the record or the printed publication, the 
page or pages to be used, indicating generally its relevance, 
and accompanied by the record or authenticated copy or the 
printed publication or a copy. When a copy of an official 
record of the Patent Office is filed, it need not be a certified 
copy. The notice and copy of the record or publication must 
be served on each of the other parties. 

(d) Upon motion duly made and granted, testimony taken 
in another proceeding, or testimony tken in a suit between 
the same parties or those in interest, may be used in a pro- 
ceeding, so far as relevant and material, subject, however, 
to the right of any contesting party to recall or demand the 
recall of witnesses whose testimony has been taken, and to 
take other testimony in rebuttal of the testimony. 

25. Revise § 2.123 to read as follows: 


$2.123 Testimony in inter partes cases. 

(a) Manner of taking testimony. Testimony of witnesses 
in inter partes cases may be taken (1) by depositions upon 
oral examination as provided by this section, or (2) by depo- 
sitions upon written questions as provided by this section and 
§ 2.124 

(b) Stipulations. If the parties so stipulate in writing, 
depositions may be taken before any person authorized to 
administer oaths, at any place, upon any notice, and in any 
manner, and when so taken may be used like other deposi- 
tions. By agreement of the parties, the testimony of any 
witness or witnesses of any party, may be submitted in the 
form of an affidavit by such witness or witnesses. The parties 








(ce) Notice of ewamination of witnesses. Before the depo- 
sitions of witnesses shall be taken by a party, due notice in 
party or parties, as 
and place where the 
use Or matter in which 
and address of each wit- 


(2) The deposition shall be taken in answer to questions, 
with the questions and answer recorded in their regular or- 
der by the officer, or by some other person (who shall be 


the parties present agree otherwise. In 
the all opposing parties and their attorneys or 
agents, depositions may be taken in longhand, typewriting, or 
stenographically. 

(8) The opposing party shall have full opportunity to 


(4) All objections made at the time of the examination to 
the qualifications of the officer taking the deposition, or to the 
manner of taking it, or to the evidence presented, or to the 
conduct of any party, and any other objection to the pro- 
ceedings, shall be noted by the officer upon the deposition. 
Byidence objected to shall be taken subject to the objections. 

(5) When the deposition has been transcribed, the deposi- 
tion shall be carefully read over by the witness, or by the 
officer to him, and shall then be signed by the witness in the 
presence of the officer unless the reading and the signature 
be waived on the record by agreement of all parties. 

(f) Certification and filling by officer. The officer shall 
annex to the deposition his certificate showing: 

(1) Due administration of the oath by the officer to the 
witness before the commencement of his deposition ; 

(2) The name of the person by whom the deposition was 
taken down, and whether, if not taken down by the officer, 
it was taken down in his presence ; 

(3) The presence or absence of the adverse party ; 

(4) The place, day, and hour of commencing and taking the 
deposition ; 

(5) That the deposition was read by or to the witness be- 
fore he signed the same, and that he signed the same in the 
presence of the officer; and 

(6) The fact that the officer was not disqualified as spect- 

fled in Rule 28 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
If any of the foregoing requirements are waived, the certifi- 
cate shall so state. The officer shall sign the certificate and 
affix thereto his seal of office, if he has such a seal, Unless 
waived on the record by agreement, he shall then, without 
delay, securely seal in an envelope all the evidence, notices, 
and paper exhibits, inscribe upon the envelope a certificate 
giving the number and title of the case, the name of each 
witness, and the date of sealing, address the package, and for- 
ward the same to the Commissioner of Patents. If the weight 
or bulk of an exhibit shall exclude it from the envelope, it 
shall, unless waived on the record by agreement of all parties, 
be authenticated by the officer and transmitted in a separate 
package marked and addressed as provided in this section. 

(g) Form of deposition. (1) The pages of each deposition 
must be numbered consecutively, and the name of the witness 
Plainly and conspicuously written at the top of each page. 
The deposition may be written on legal-size or letter-size 
paper, with a wide margin on the left hand side of the page, 
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and with the writing on one side only of the sheet. The ques- 
tions propounded to each witness must be consecutively num- 
bered and each question must be followed by its answer. 

(2) Exhibits must be numbered or lettered consecutively 
and each must be marked with the number and title of the 
case and the name of the party offering the exhibit. Entry 
and consideration may be refused to improperly marked ex- 
hibits. 

(h) Depositione must be fled. All depositions which are 
taken must be duly filed in the Patent Office. On refusal to 
file, the Office at its discretion will not farther hear or con- 
sider the contestant with whom the refusal lies; and the 
Office may, at its discretion, receive and consider a copy of 
the withheld deposition, attested by such evidence as is pro- 
curable. 

(1) Inspection of depositions. After the depositions are 
filed in the Office, they may be inspected by any party to the 
case, but they cannot be withdrawn for the purpose of print- 
ing. They may be printed by someone specially designated 
by the Office for that purpose, under proper restrictions. 

(j) Effect of errors and irregularities in depositions. No- 
tice will not be taken or merely formal or technical objections 
which shall not appear to have wrought a substantial injury 
to the party raising them ; and in case of such injury it must 
be made to appear that, as soon as the party became aware 
of the ground of objection, he gave notice thereof. Rule 82(d) 
(1), (2), (3)(a) and (3)(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure shall apply to errors and irregularities in depo- 
sitions. 

(k) ODdjections to admissibility. Subject to the provisions 
of paragraph (j) of this section, objection may be made to 
receiving in evidence any deposition or part thereof, or any 
other evidence, for any reason which would require the ex- 
clusion of the evidence according to the established rules of 
evidence, which will be applied strictly by the Office. 

(1) Boidence not considered. Evidence not obtained and 
filed in compliance with these sections will not be considered. 

26. Amend § 2.124 by revising paragraphs (a) and (b) and 
adding a new paragraph (d) to read as follows: 


$2.124 Testimony by depositions upon written questions. 

(a). A party may taken the testimony of a witness by writ- 
tem questions to be propounded by an officer before whom 
depositions may be taken. See Rule 28 of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure. The questions shall be served upon the 
other party within 10 days after the opening date set for 
taking the testimony of the party submitting the questions, 
together with a notice stating the name and address of the 
person who is to answer them and the name or descriptive 
title and address of the officer before whom the deposition is 
to be taken. Within 10 days thereafter, a party so served may 
serve cross questions upon the party proposing to take the 
deposition. Within 5 days thereafter, the latter may serve re- 
direct questions upon a party who has served cross questions. 
Within 3 days after being served with redirect questions a 
party may serve recross questions upon the party proposing 
to take the depositions. Written objections to questions may 
be served on the party propounding the questions, and in re- 
sponse thereto substitute questions may be served, within 
3 days. 

(b) A copy of the notice and copies of all questions served 
shall be delivered by the party taking the testimony to the 
officer designated in the notice, who shall proceed to take 
the testimony of the witness in response to the questions and 
to prepare each answer immediately preceded by its corre- 
sponding question, then certify, aud file the deposition, at- 
taching thereto the copy of the notice and the questions 
received by him. Such depositions are subject to the same 
rulings for filing and serving copies as other depositions. 


(a) Testimony in foreign countries shall be taken only by 
depositions upon written questions unless the parties stipu- 
late otherwise in writing. Rule 28(b) of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure shall apply to the taking of testimony in for- 
eign countries. 


$2.124a [Revoked] 

27. Revoke § 2.124a. 

28. Revise § 2.125 to read as follows: 
§ 2.125 Copies of teatimony. 


(a) One copy of the transcript of testimony (taken in ac- 
cordance with § 2.123 (e) through (h) or § 2.124), together 
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with copies of documentary exhibits, shall be served on each 
adverse party within 30 days after completion of the taking 
of such testimony. The original transcript and exhibits and 
one copy of the transcript shall be filed in the Patent Office 
as promptly as possible. 

(b) Each transcript and the copies thereof shall comply 
with § 2.123(g) as to arrangement, indexing and form. 

29. Amend § 2.127 by revising paragraphs (a) and (b) to 
read as follows: 


§ 2.127 Motions. 

(a) Motions shall be made in writing and shal] contain a 
full statement of the grounds therefor. Any brief or memo- 
randum in support of a motion shall accompany or be em- 
bodied in the motion. Briefs in opposition to a motion shall 
be filed within 15 days from the date of service of the motion 
unless another time is specified by the Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board or the time is extended on request. Where a 
party fails to file a brief in opposition to a motion, the Trade- 
mark Trial and Appeal Board may treat the motion as con- 
ceded. Oral hearings will not be held on motions except on 
order of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. 

(b) Any petition for reconsideration or modification of a 
decision, if it is not appealable, must be filed within 10 days 
after the decision or, if the decision is appealable, within the 
time specified in § 2.129<c). Any brief in opposition shall be 
filed within 15 days after service of the petition. 


30. Amend § 2.128 by revising paragraph (b) to read as 
follows : 
$2.128 Final hearing and brie/a. 


(b) Briefs may be submitted in typewritten form. They 
shall be the same in size and the same as to page and print 
as is specified for printed copies of testimony. Typewritten 
briefs shall conform to the requirements for typewritten 
copies of testimony, except that legal-size paper may be used 
and the binding and covers specified are not required, With- 
out leave of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, no brief 
shall contain more than 50 pages of argument and, in case of 
the reply brief, the entire brief shall not exceed 25 pages. 
Each brief shall contain an alphabetical index of cases therein. 


81. Amend § 2.129 by revising paragraph (c) to read as 
follows : 
§ 2.129 Oral argument. 
. * . * 7 


(ec) Any petition for rehearing, reconsideration, or modi- 
fication of a decision must be filed within 30 days from the 
date thereof. Any brief in opposition shall be filed within 15 
days after service of the petition. 


Dated : August 26, 1971. 
ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 


Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : 


JaMes H. WAKBELIN, JR., 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


{FR Doc. 71-13116; Filed 9—7-71; 8 :49 a.m.) 
Published in 36 FR 18002, Sept. 8, 1971 
[891 0.G, 4] 





IDENTIFICATION OF GOODS AND SERVICES IN 
TRADEMARK APPLICATIONS 


Amendment 


The notice entitled Identification of Goods and Services in 
Trademark Applications which appeared in the Federal Reg- 
ister of July 16, 1971 (36 F.R. 13232) and the OrriciAL 
Gazetre of Aug. 3, 1971, specified an incorrect method of 
payment for securing a copy of the English edition of “Inter- 
national Classification of Goods and Services to which 
Trademarks are Applied.” Due to problems in international 
monetary exchange, the British Patent Office no longer ac- 
cepts an ordinary check drawn on an American bank in 
dollars. The paragraphs in the identified notice relating to 
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methods of payment (the last two paragraphs and conclud- 
ing table) should read as follows : 


We have been advised by the British Patent Office that the 
only acceptable methods of payment are by International 
Money Order or banker’s draft, payable in sterling and drawn 
on a bank in the United Kingdom. Orders for the Interna- 
tional Classification and for the supplements can be made 
by remittance in the following amount(s) : 


International Classification ......._- 50 pence 
Nov. 15, 1967, supplement ~.........- 5 pence 
Mar. 18, 1970, supplement ~......-~.. Free 
Mar. 3, 1971, supplement ~........_. 10 pence 
Total cost (including postage by 
surface mail) ~....-...-..... 65 pence 


Additional charge for postage by air 


mail 1 pound 55 pence 


AE, ET 2 pounds 20 pence 


Total cost by airmail 


Orders should be sent directly to: 


Sales Branch, The Patent Office, Block C. 
Station Square House, St. Mary Cray, 
‘agton, Kent, England 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner for Appeals, 
Legislation and Trademarks. 
Date: Aug. 27, 1971. 


Pub. 36 F.R. 17591; Sept. 2, 1971 
[890 0.G. 976] 


TE ca 


(174) Status INQUIRIES; AMENDMENT 


The notice entitled Status Inquiries which appeared in the 
Federal Register of August 11, 1971 (36 F.R. 14771-14772), 
indicated that all status inquiries regarding trademark ap- 
plications will be entered in the application files. That pro- 
cedure will not, however, be followed in all cases, and the 
first paragraph of the notice has, accordingly, been amended 
to read as follows : 

“In order to expedite the handling of inquiries regarding 
the status of both new and amended applications, the Patent 
Office has adopted a new procedure. Henceforth, status in- 
quiries should be filed in duplicate and should identify by 
title and date the last paper known by the applicant to have 
been filed in the case. Each inquiry should be accompanied by 
a self-addressed, stamped envelope. Both the original inquiry 
and the duplicate will be marked with a response and the 
duplicate will be returned to the applicant. The original in- 
quiry will be entered in the file only if the applicant has re- 
quested an estimated date for the next Office action ; otherwise, 
the original inquiry will be placed in a separate file.” 


Dated: Sept. 14, 1971. 
ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 
Acting Commissioner of Patents. 


{FR Doc. 71—14129; Filed 9-23-71; 8:50 a.m.] 
Pub. in 36 F.R. 18961, Sept. 24, 1971 
[891 0.G. 1332] 





POSTAL SERVICE EMERGENCY 


EMERGENCY SITUATION IN THE 
U.S. Postal SERVICE 


In view of the present emergency situation in U.S. postal 
service, the U.S. Patent Office is taking the following actions. 

In regard to pending applications, the time for taking any 
action or paying any fee expiring during the period beginning 
March 16 and ending April 15, 1970, both dates inclusive, is 
hereby extended for ONE MONTH. However, no extension 
shall exceed a maximum period for response provided for in 
the Statutes. 

U.S. Department of Commerce Field Offices have been des- 
ignated, on an emergency basis, as receiving stations for the 
U.S. Patent Office. All papers should be enclosed In a sealed 
envelope and deposited in a Field Office. Such papers will be 
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considered as received in the U.S. Patent Office on the day of 
deposit. The Field Office will date stamp each envelope so 
deposited, and applicants or their representatives should as- 
sure the legibility of the date stamp. Field Offices will place 
a corresponding date stamp on receipt cards provided by the 
depositor, which must completely identify the papers de- 
posited. 

Field Office deposits should, if possible, be limited to such 
papers wherein the Patent Statutes do not provide a remedy 
for failure to obtain a particular date. Examples of these 
types of papers are: checks in payment of issue fees, new 
application papers wherein priority dates or statutory bars 
may be involved, amendments where the six month statutory 
period for response is about to expire, etc. 

The Field Office in New York designated to receive papers 
for the U.S. Patent Office is located at : 

41st Floor, Federal Office Bldg. 
26 Federal Plaza, Foley Square 
New York, N.Y. 

The designated Field Office in Hartford, Connnecticut is 
located at: 

Room 610-B, Federal Office Bldg. 
450 Main St. 
Hartford, Conn. 

The addresses of Field Offices in other cities are listed in 

local directories and are available upon inquiry to the Com- 


missioner of Patents. 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Mar. 19, 1970. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
{872 0.G. 1383] 
(176) PATENT OFFICE—POSTAL SERVICE 


In view of the return to normal operations of the United 
States postal service, the Notice of Mar. 19, 1970 (published 
in the OrrictaL Gazette of Mar. 24, 1970, vol. 872, No. 4) is 
hereby revised. 

After Apr. 15, 1970, the U.S. Department of Commerce Field 
Offices will no longer be designated as receiving stations for 
the U.S. Patent Office. Accordingly, after the abovenoted date, 
all letters or other papers relating to patent and trademark 
cases will be considered as received in the U.S, Patent Office 
only if they are filed in accordance with Rule 6 of the Rules 
of Practice in Patent Cases as amended Nov. 26, 1969. 

All other provisions of the Notice of Mar. 19, 1970 and the 
Notice of Mar. 26, 1970, relating to Trademarks, remain in 
effect. 

WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr. 


Mar. 27, 1970. Commissioner of Patents. 
{873 0.G. 319) 
—_—_ LT 

(177) FILe History oF APPLICATIONS AFFECTED 


BY POSTAL EMERGENCY 


As a result of the postal emergency, the time for taking 
any action or paying any fee in the U.S. Patent Office expir- 
ing between the dates of March 16, 1970 and April 15, 1970, 
both dates inclusive, was automatically extended for one 
month, provided it did not exceed a maximum period for re- 
sponse provided in the Statutes. (See 0.G. of March 24, 1970 
or March 31, 1970, 872 0.G. 1383 and April 7, 1970, 873 0.G. 
TM 2.) 

Since this extension of time was automatic there will be 
nothing in the individual files to indicate that a paper filed 
during that period was, in fact, timely though it was received 
later than its apparent due date. 

In order to provide a complete history in the affected files 
and to dispel any question as to abandonment in the record 
of a patented file, applicants or their attorneys are requested 
to file a paper explaining these circumstances. A separate 
paper should be filed In each case so affected (identified by 
Serial No., filing date, title and applicant’s name) and may 
be merely a copy of the notice which authorized the one- 
month extension or should specifically refer to and identify 
that notice. 

RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner of Patents. 


[874 0.G. 688] 


Apr. 27, 1970. 
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U.S. DePaRTMENT of COMMERCE FIELD OFrFices To 
Seave as RECEIVING STATIONS ONLY IN DECLARED 


EMERGENCIES 


During the recent postal emergency, Field Offices of the 
U.S. Department of Commerce were designated as receiving 
stations for the U.S. Patent Office (according to the Notices 
of March 19, 1970, 872 0.G. 1388 and March 26, 1970, 873 
0.G. TM 2). In view of the subsequent resumption of normal 
postal operations, that emergency arrangement was discon- 
tinued in accordance with the notice of March 27, 1970, 873 
O0.G. 319. After April 15, 1970, the normal practice with re- 
spect to the filing of all letters and other papers relating to 
patent and trademark matters in the U.S. Patent Office was 
resumed. 

The Patent Office has received suggestions proposing that 
the Field Offices continue to serve as receiving stations for 
the U.S. Patent Office. These suggestions have received care- 
ful and sympathetic consideration. However, it has been con- 
cluded that any activities of the Field Offices in this connec- 
tion must be restricted, in the future, to any emergency 
officially announced by the Patent Office as requiring such 
action. 
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RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Apr. 27, 1970. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
(874 0.G. 688] 
(179) PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Relief in Cases Affected by the Postal Emergency 
of March 1970 
On June 30, 1971, President Nixon signed into law Public 


Law 92-34. 

Public Law 92-34 requires claims for the benefit of an 
earlier filing date (Section 1.) and requests for such other 
relief as may be appropriate (Sec. 2.) to be filed in the Patent 
Office within 6 months after enactment, that is by December 
30, 1971. Failure to file a statement within the noted period 
will result in loss of right to take advantage of the benefits 
of the law. Further explanation or evidence may be required 
at a subsequent time. Public Law 92-34 provides relief only 
for situations caused by the postal emergency which began 
on March 18, 1970, and ended on or about March 30, 1970, 
and for which there is no remedy under existing law. 

The following explanation is designed to serve as a guide 
for persons desiring relief under the law. 

The verified statement required to be filed under sections 
1 and 2 of the law may be by any of the following: 

(a) Applicant(s) for patent or trademark registration ; 

(b) Patentee(s) or trademark registrant ; 

(c) Owner(s) of record. 

In cases involving plural inventors, statements made under 
(a) or (b) must be signed by all inventors. 

The verified statement must specify the particular earlier 
date of receipt in the Patent Office to which the applicant, 
patentee or trademark registrant, or owner of record believes 
his application, fee or other paper would be entitled except 
for the delay caused by the postal emergency of March, 1970. 
The statement must be verified, that is, in the form of an oath 
or declaration. (37 CFR 1.68 (Patent Rule 68) and 2.20 
(Trademark Rule 2.20).) 

Evidence will not normally be required or considered by the 
Patent Office regarding a claimed filing date of March 18, 
1970, or later, in applications actually filed before June 1, 
1970. Claims for earlier filing dates in cases actually filed after 
June 1, 1970, or claiming a date prior to March 18, 1970, will 
be considered prima facie unreasonable unless an acceptable 
explanation of the basis for the claim is filed in the Patent 
Office with the claim or within 1 month or such longer time as 
may be prescribed by the Commissioner. Any claim not ac- 
cepted by the Patent Office because it is obviously defective 
on its face or unreasonable may be subjected to further review 
by petition to the Commissioner. 

The statement should adequately identify the involved 
application, patent, or trademark registration by including the 
name of the applicant, patentee or registrant, title of the 
invention or an identification of the mark, serial number, filing 
date, group art unit number and any other identifying data 
such as status of the case (e.g., awaiting first action, amend- 
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ment, brief, etc.). Acceptable statements will be acknowledged, 
made of record and retained in the Patent Office files. 

When practical, earlier filing dates accorded under this law, 
as well as the originally granted filing dates, will be identified 
on ensuing patents and trademark registrations. These dates 
will also be included in the OrriciaL GazeTre in connection 
with patents, trademark registrations and trademarks pub- 
lished for opposition, In other cases, such as applications in 
issue prior to filing of a claim, the patent or trademark rezgis- 
tration number and claimed filing dates will be published in 
the OrriciaL GazETT#E after December 30, 1971. 

Patents issued with earlier filing dates afforded by this law 
will not be effective as prior art as of such earlier filing dates 
under subsection 102(e) of title 35 of the United States Code. 

In a pending patent application in which a claim for an ear- 
lier filing date has been acknowledged under this law, appli- 
cants need not file a Rule 131 affidavit to overcome a reference 
having an effective filing date between the “earlier” and the ac- 
tual filing date of the application. Intervening references of this 
type will be cited but not applied by the examiner, Although 
a statement claiming an earlier date is accepted by the Patent 
Office, the claimed earlier date may be called into question in 
subsequent inter partes proceeding in the Patent Office or 
in the courts. In these proceedings, the applicant or owner 
may be required to present further evidence establishing the 
filing date to which the application is entitled. In such cases 
a definite determination shall be made as to whether the ap- 
plicant is entitled to the earlier date under the law. 

In cases where a patent application or an application for 
registration or late renewal of a trademark is determined to 
have become abandoned for failure to meet a statutory time 
limit because of the postal emergency, the application will 
automatically be restored to pending status by the acceptance 
of the request, and prosecution or othe- processing of the 
application will be resumed. Similarly, if a trademark regis- 
tration is determined to have been cancelled for failure to 
meet the statuory time limit within which to file the affidavit 
required under section 8 of the Trademark Act (15 U.S.C. 
1058a) because of the said emergency, the order for cancel- 
lation will be rescinded. 

As explained in the notice of January 26, 1971 (882 0.G. 
1342), applicants who may be entitled to earlier filing dates 
should note that a change in their U.S. filing date might, in 
turn, alter the date of expiration of the 6- and 12-month 
periods for filing applications abroad under provisions of the 
Paris Convention for the Protection of Industrial Property. 


WILLIAM BE. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Dated: July 14, 1971. 
James H. WAKBELIN, JR., 
Assistant Secretary for Science 
and Technology. 


(FR Doc. 71-10469 ; Filed 7-22-71; 8:52 a.m.] 
36 F.R. 13694; July 23, 1971 


[889 0.G. 1064] 





MISCELLANEOUS 


JOINT UNITED STATES-REPUBLIC OF THE 
PHILIPPINES PROGRAM 


(180) 


I am pleased to announce the availability of an exchange 
Program on examination results between the United States 
and the Republic of the Philippines. The program involves 
patent applications filed in the United States which are sub- 
sequently followed by corresponding applications filed in the 
Republic of the Philippines and patent applications filed in 
the Philippines subsequently followed by corresponding appli- 
cations filed in the United States. 

The program would operate as follows: 

The applicant would file his application in the U.S. Patent 
Office which would process the application in the normal man- 
ner and examine the application in the usual time sequence. 

If the applicant should later file a corresponding appli- 
cation in the Philippines Patent Office, he may elect to use 
the special filing procedure. Under this special filing pro- 
cedure, applicant files his application in the Philippines ac- 
companied by a notice of election to participate in the special 
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procedure; which notice of election contains a certification 
that the description (excluding references to related appli- 
cations), claims and drawings are identical to those of the 
corresponding application originally filed in the United States. 
The earlier filed application must be fully identified ; and, in 
applications without a claim of priority, a certified copy of 
the earlier filed U.S. application must be submitted to the 
Philippines Patent Office. In addition, applicant must also 
agree that all amendments to his U.S. application will also 
be made with respect to his application filed in the Philippines. 

In the U.S. Patent Office, applicant will regularly file two 
copies of each amendment, one copy must be marked “Copy 
for Philippines Patent Office.” Upon termination of prosecu- 
tion the U.S. Patent Office shall remove all copies so marked 
from the U.S. file and promptly forward the same to the 
Philippines Patent Office. 

Election forms for participation in this special program 
must be signed in duplicate and simultaneously accompany 
the application to be filed in the Philippines, 

Upon receipt of properly filed notice of election, the Philip- 
pines Patent Office would notify the U.S. Patent Office of the 
election by forwarding one copy of the election forms to the 
U.S. Pateat Office. The Philippines Office would defer action 
on the Philippines application pending receipt of information 
as to the disposition of the application by the U.S. Patent 
Office. If no such information is received by the Philippines 
Office within a reasonable amount of time from the date of 
filing in the Philippines, the Philippines Office may, either on 
its own initiative, or applicant’s request, inquire as to the 
status of the U.S. application and, if desired, proceed with its 
own independent examination. 

Upon disposal of the application by the U.S, Patent Office, 
appropriate information will be sent to the Philippines Patent 
Office which will include all necessary identifying data, 
whether allowed or abandoned, notice of allowance, copies of 
documents cited during examination, a copy of the last office 
action and, when necessary, any earlier actions which may 
be included by reference in the last action. The Philippines 
Office would then make their own complete office action based 
upon the claims as amended with the U.S. Patent Office, per- 
forming whatever checks desired and search for copending 
interfering applications. Alternatively, the Philippines may 
request applicant to show cause why the results of the U.S. 
examination should not be accepted in the Philippines. All 
avenues of appeal would remain open to the applicant. 

Where copending applications are cited and applied during 
examination in the U.S. Patent Office, full examination would 
not be forwarded to the Philippines Patent Office, and the 
fact that a U.S. copending application was cited would be 
noted as a matter of information, since such references would 
be inapplicable in the Philippines. 

Where the application originates in the Philippines Patent 
Office and is subsequently filed in the U.S. Patent Office, a 
similar procedure as outlined,above consonant with U.S. Law 
will be followed. 

It is believed that this program will facilitate the handling 
of U.S. origin applications filed in the Republic of the Philip- 
pines resulting in a savings in time and expense of prosecu- 
tion to U.S. applicants. 

Election forms for participation in this special program are 
now available from The Foreign Exchange Section, Office of 
Patent Services. 

GERALD D. O'BRIEN, 
Assistant Commissioner. 


[847 0.G. 331 (Feb, 13, 1968)] 





TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS, 
AND COPYRIGHTS 


(181) 


Cuaprsr 1—Patent Orrics, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
PART 3 FORMS FOR PATENT CASES 


Amendment of Rules re New Defensive Publication 
Program ; Additional Form 


Section 1.11, 1.14, 1.101, 1.103 and 1.108 of Title 37 CFR 
(Patent Rules 11, 14, 101, 103 and 108) are amended or 
revised and a new § 1.139 (Patent Rule 139) is added to take 
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effect May 1, 1968, for the purpose of instituting a new de- 
fensive publication program. A new section 3.50 is added for 
the purpose of implementing the new program. 

The general substance of the proposed revisions and addi- 
tions was published in the Federal Register of February 20, 
1968 (38 F.R. 3189). A hearing was held on March 27, 1968, 
and all persons, who desired to, were invited to attend and 
to submit their views, objections, recommendations or sug- 
gestions, Both oral and written comments were carefully con- 
sidered. The sections are being revised substantially as pub- 
lished with a few additional changes. 

This program is intended to provide better service to the 
public by making available the technical disclosure of certain 
applications in which the owner may prefer to publish an 
abstract in lieu of obtaining an examination by the Patent 
Office. The defensive publication would be in the form of an 
abstract of the technical disclosure, printed in the OrriciaL 
GaziTTs and made a part of the Patent Office search files. 

This program will be open to any applicant having an ap- 
plication awaiting action by the Patent Office and who files a 
written request no later than eight (8) months after the 
earliest U.S. effective filing date of the designated appl! -ation 
and agrees to the conditions of the program, including waiv- 
ing his patent rights based on the designated application, 
opening the complete application to inspection by the general 
public upon publication of the abstract, expressly abandoning 
his application, the abandonment to take effect five (5) years 
after the earliest U.S. effective filing date of the application 
unless within that period interference proceedings have been 
initiated, and waiving his rights to a patent on a continuing 
application filed after the expiration of thirty (30) months 
from the earliest U.S. effective filing date of the designated ap- 
plication. Until November 1, 1968, this program will be open 
to any pending application awaiting first action by the Patent 
Office at the time of the request without regard to the filing 
date of that application. 

In accordance with existing rules and procedures inter- 
ferences may be declared with applications and patents. Dur- 
ing the period beginning with the suggestion of claims by 
the Patent Office or the filing of claims by the applicant 
copied from a patent and ending with the termination of 
proceedings if an interference is declared or the mailing of a 
decision refusing to declare the interference, abandonment by 
reason of the expiration of the five year period will be stayed. 
Since the applicant has waived his patent rights and agreed 
to a defensive publication, termination of interference pro- 
ceedings in his favor would render the express abandonment 
ineffective but would not result in the issuance of an en- 
forceable patent. Instead, a normal Notice of Allowance would 
be issued except that the applicant would be notified that when 
the issue fee is remitted a disclaimer of the entire term of 
the patent to be granted in accordance with the second para- 
graph of 35 U.S.C. 253 should be included. 

No special fees will be required for entrance into this pro- 
gram, The applicant will be permitted to include with his 
request a replacement or expanded abstract of the technical 
disclosure of up to two hundred (200) words. Acceptance of 
a request to enter this program will be contingent upon screen- 
ing by the Patent Office to exclude such material that may be 
considered advertising, frivolous, scandalous, against public 
policy, subject to national security controls, ete. Acceptance 
of a designated application in this program is not intended to 
preclude the examination of any continuing application filed 
under 35 U.S.C. 120 within thirty (30) months after the 
earliest effective U.S. filing date of the designated application. 

Upon receipt and approval of the request the application 
abstract will be published in the Orrictat Gazetrrs. Publi- 
eation of the abstract in the OrriciatL Gazetre would be in 
a separate section identifying the application as being open 
for inspection by the general public and indicating that it is 
subject to the New Defensive Publication Program. 

Following publication the application would be filed in 
the Record Section of the Patent Reference Branch where it 
will be available for inspection upon written request. Copies 
of the application will be furnished by the Patent Office upon 
request and payment of fee. The application abstract and 
suitable drawing copies would then be made a part of the 
official search files. 

After the defensive publication has appeared in the OrrIctaL 
GazerTs the abstract and suitable drawing copies will be 
available as prior art from the date of publication under 
35 U.S.C. 102(a) or 102(b) as a printed publication. Also, 
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at this time the application will be available as prior art under 
35 U.S.C, 102(a) as evidence of prior knowledge from the 
actual date of filing the application in the Patent Office. 

* * . . . 
EDWARD J. BRENNER, 

Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved: Apr. 9, 1968. 

JOHN F. KINCAID, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science end Technology. 


Published in 33 F.R. 5623; Apn. 11, 1968 
[849 0.G. 1221] 
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Stupy or COMPUTER PROGRAM PROTECTION 
Request for Comments 


The President’s Commission on the Patent System, estab- 
lished by Executive Order No. 11215 on April 8, 1965, sub- 
mitted its final report to the President on November 17, 1966. 
Included among the recommendations of the Commission is 
the following regarding computer programs : 

A series of instructions which control or condition the 
operation of a data processing machine, generally re- 
ferred to as “program,” shall not be considered patent- 
able regardless of whether the program is claimed as: 
(a) an article, (b) a process described in terms of the 
operations performed by a machine pursuant to a pro- 
gram, or (c) one or more machine configurations estab- 
lished by a program. 

The Patent Reform Act of 1967, S. 1042 and H.R. 5924, 
included the Commission’s recommendation and excluded 
computer programs from patentable subject matter. After 
a review of the comments submitted, the Department of 
Commerce withdrew its support of this provision of the 
Patent Reform Act for further study and evaluation of the 
subject. 

Because of the significance of the computer programing 
industry to the economy and the interest evidenced by the 
public and private sectors in commenting on this provision 
of the Patent Reform Act, the Patent Office has initiated a 
comprehensive study of the need for the protection of com- 
puter programs. The study is intended to encompass all as- 
pects of the question, including that as to whether there is, 
or is not, a need for some kind of protection for programs. 
The study will investigate which of various types of protec- 
tion would best satisfy any need for protection, including 
systems based either on originality or novelty. Problems re- 
lating to the question of the protection of computer programs 
will be considered ; for example, the nature of the disclosure 
and other requirements relating to applications for protection, 
the merits of examination and registration systems, the dura- 
tion of protection, and the administration and enforcement 
of the various plans of protection. 

The views of interested persons are solicited on the various 
aspects of the Patent Office study, the recommendation of 
the President’s Commission and any related matters. These 
views should be submitted in writing to the Commissioner 
of Patents, Washington, D.C, 20231 by December 15, 1968. 


EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


(182) 


Sept. 16, 1968. 
Approved : 
Jonny F. KINCAIbD, 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


[855 0.G. 555) 





(183) DEFENSIVE PUBLICATION PROGRAM 


The open season of the New Defensive Publication Pro- 
gram, originally announced in the OrrictaL GazerrTe of May 
7, 1968 (850 0.G. 1) as terminating November 1, 1968, is 
hereby extended. Accordingly, until January 1, 1969, this 
program will be open for any pending application awaiting 
first action by the Patent Office at the time of the request 
without regard to the filing date of that application. 

As originally announced this program will continue to be 
open until further notice to any applicant having an applica- 
tion awaiting action by the Patent Office and who files a 
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written request no later than eight (8) months after the 
earliest U.S. effective filing date of the designated application. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Oct. 1, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 


[855 0.G. 1109] 





(184) PATENT PRINTING PRIORITY 


In view of the backlog of allowed cases waiting to be 
printed, the applications placed in the weekly formulation 
of an issue set aside for printing will be selected according 
to the following priorities : . 


1. Allowed cases which were made special by the Com- 
missioner (including those under the New Specia) 
Examining Procedure). 

. Allowed cases that are more than five years old. 

. Allowed reissue applications. 

. Allowed applications having an effective filing date 
earlier than that required for declaring an interference 
with a copending application claiming the same subject 
matter. 

5. Allowed application of a party involved in a termi- 

nated interference. 

6. Allowed applications in which the applicant has filed 
a request in the nature of a petition setting forth his 
reasons for advancing the printing date. 

7. Allowed applications ready for printing and not 
covered by any of the six preceding categories. The 
selection of cases in the involved category will be by 
chronological sequence based on the date the issue 
fee was paid. 


To ensure that any application falling within the 
scope of the categories outlined above and identified by num- 
bers 1 to 5 receives special treatment the Examiners should 
staple on the file wrapper a tag entitled “Special in Issue 
and Gazette Branch.” The special tag, PO-364, may be ob- 
tained from the Group Clerk. The Examiner shall print di- 
rectly on the tag the recitation “In Issue and Gazette 
Branch” and the appropriate printing category outlined 
above. The application is then forwarded to Issue and 
Gazette Branch in accordance with existing procedures. 

The personnel in Issue and Gazette Branch will then set 
the tagged cases aside and make a notation on all copies of 
the Notice of Allowance to be mailed that further processing 
of this application will be “special.” 

In cases falling in category No. 6, the request must be 
filed after the Notice of Allowance has been received and 
no later than the date the issue fee is paid. The request must 
be directed to the Head of the Issue and Gazette Branch. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


-» Oo 





Nov. 29, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 
[857 0.G. 1327] 
(185) DEFENSIVE PUBLICATION PROGRAM 


The notice of October 1, 1968 (855 O.G. 1109) which ex- 
tended the open season of the New Defensive Publication 
Program until January 1, 1969, is herby modified to further 
extend the open season indefinitely. Accordingly, until further 
notice any patent application which has not been given a first 
action may be entered in the Defensive Publication Program. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Dec. 20, 1968 Assistant Commissioner. 
[858 0.G. 687] 
(186) SUPPLEMENTAL NOTIce REGARDING THE PaTENT Orrice 


STupy OF COMPUTER PROGRAM PROTECTION 


Eztension of Time for Submitting Comments 


The deadline set in the Federal Register notice of October 
19, 1968 (33 F.R. 15562) for submitting comments in con- 
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nection with the Patent Office Study on Computer Program 
Protection is extended from December 15, 1968, to March 15, 
1969. 
EDWARD J. BRENNER, 
Commissioner of Patents. 
Approved : 
Joun F,. KINCAID, 
Assistant Secretary for Science and Technology. 


Published in 34 F.R. 1332; Jan. 28, 1969 
[859 0.G. 345 (Jan. 28, 1969) ] 


—_——— 


(187) JOINT U.S.-SWEDISH SEARCH EXCHANGE 


A program for the exchange of search results between the 
patent offices of Sweden and the United States was initiated 
in February 1969. The program which is now in full opera- 
tion involves patent applications filed in one country which 
are subsequently followed by corresponding applications filed 
in the other. 

The program operates as follows: 

The applicant files an application in the U.S. Patent Office 
which then processes the application in the customary man- 
ner and in the usual time sequence. . 

If the applicant later files an application in Sweden claim- 
ing the priority of the U.S. application, the Patent Office of 
Sweden notifies the U.S. Patent Office of this filing by for- 
warding a request for a list of the references cited by the 
U.S. examiner in the first office action on the merits. 

Where the application originates in Sweden and is subse- 
quently filed in the U.S. Patent Office, a similar procedure is 
followed whereby the U.S. office requests and the Swedish 
office supplies a list of references cited by the Swedish 
examiner. 

This program, which involves only the furnishing of list- 
ings of references cited, could improve the quality of the 
patents granted by each office. 


WILLIAM E, SCHUYLER, Jr., 





Aug. 26, 1969. Commissioner of Patents. 
{866 0.G. 1081) 
(188) DEFENSIVE PUBLICATION PROGRAM 


1. To resolve certain inherent publication and reference 
problems, and to establish and treat Defensive Publication. 
Applications (notices published in 33 F.R. 5623, April 11, 
1968, and O.G. 1221, April 30, 1968) in the same manner as 
patents, the following changes are being made: 


a. Publication is to be weekly beginning with 869 O.G. 
No. 3, December 16, 1969, and 
b. Distinct numbers are te be assigned per example: 


T 869 001 


| Number series, 001-999 available monthly, 
0.G. volume number, 


Document category, T for Technical dis- 

closure. 
2. Defensive Publications will continue to be included in 
sub-class lists and subscription orders. The new number will 
be used for all official reference and document copy require- 


ments. 
RICHARD A. WAHL, 





Nov. 21, 1969. Assistant Commissioner. 
[869 0.G. 687] 
(189) CHANGE IN LeGaL HOLIpAays 


Those doing business before the Patent Office are hereby 
reminded that by Public Law 90—363, 82 Stat. 250, effective 
January 1, 1971, Section 6103(a) of Title 5, United States 
Code, was amended to read as follows : 

$6103. Holidays 
(a) The following are legal public holidays: 
New Year's Day, January 1. 
Washington's Birthday, the third Monday in Feb- 
ruary. 
Memorial Day, the last Monday in May. 
Independence Day, July 4. 
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Labor Day, the first Monday in September. 
Columbus Day, the second Monday in October. 
Veterans Day, the fourth Monday in October. 
Thanksgiving Day, the fourth Thursday in No- 
vember. 
Christmas Day, December 25. 
Each of the holidays enumerated will constitute ‘‘a holiday 
within the District of Columbia,” as referred to in Section 21, 
Title 35, United States Code. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[881 0.G. 1707] 


Dec. 2, 1970. 





(190) TITLE 37—PATENTS, TRADEMARKS. 
AND COPYRIGHTS 
CHAPTER I—PAaTENT OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 
SUBCHAPTER B—GOVERNMENT INVENTIONS JURISDICTION 

EpiToriat Note: Chapter I of Title 37 of the Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations is changed by designating the existing text 
as Subchapter A—General, and inserting a new Subchapter 
B—Government Inventions Jurisdiction, containing former 
Parts 300, 301, and 302 which are transferred from Chapter 
III of this title and redesignated as follows : 


Part 
100 By ge met B a uniform patent policy with respect 
ms end rights in inventions made by Govern- 
t em 


101 A quisition and 4 protection of foreign rights in inven- 


102 Laceuting of foreign patents acquired by the Government. 

Accordingly, all references to sections in former Parts 300, 
301, or 302 shall be deemed to be to sections in Parts 100, 
101, and 102. Thus, a reference to former § 300.1 shall be 
considered a reference to § 100.1. 


cence 


CHaprTer [II—-GoveERNMENT INVENTIONS JURISDICTION, 
PATENT OFFice, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


TRANSFER OF REGULATIONS 

The text of Chapter III of Title 37 of the Code of Federal 

Regulations is transferred to Chapter I of this title as Sub- 

chapter B—Government Inventions Jurisdiction. Former 

Parts 300, 301, and 302 are redesignated Parts 100, 101, and 
102 respectively. 


Published in 34 F.R. 20383, Dec. 31, 1969 
[870 0.G. 1039] 





(191) DELAY IN ISSUANCE OF PATENTS 


On June 9 and June 16, 1970, only reissue patents, design 
patents, and trademark registrations will be issued due to 
circumstances involving the printing of patent specifications. 

Delays may occur in filling orders for newly issued patents. 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jr., 





May 21, 1970. Commissioner of Patents. 
[875 0.G. 327] 
(192) PATENT FRONT Pace FORMAT 


August 4, 1970 marks the inauguration of certain changes 
and innovations in the form and method of producing printed 
copies of patents. Nearly 100 patents in this issue were elec- 
trophotographically composed for printing as part of a com- 
prehensive system for developing and utilizing a patent full- 
text library in computer processable form. Numbers of patents 
produced in this manner are scheduled to increase until all 
patents enter the machineable data base. 

Patents produced by this new system are distinguishable 
in appearance from all others in the following respects : 


(a) Front page 


The first sheet of each patent presents an arrangement of 
the applicable bibliographic type of data elements which are 
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itemized and discussed elsewhere; an abstract of the dis- 
closure (or a claim when no abstract is available); and, a 
reduced reproduction of a representative drawing figure when 
the patent contains any drawings. 

(b) Other changes 

With identification of the patent appearing on the front 
page, the title of the invention and the name of the inventor 
will no longer be printed in the heading of drawings. The 
patent number, date of issuance, and sheet-of-sheets infor- 
mation will continue to be printed on the drawings. 

All of the bibliographic type of data and the abstract which 
previously appeared on sheets containing text matter are 
removed from such pages and consolidated on the front page. 

Data elements presented on the front page are accompanied 
by a number which appears in brackets. 

The numbers are data element identifiers which have been 
adopted internationally for use on patents and published ap- 
plications to facilitate the worldwide use of such documents 
as set forth below: 


{11] Patent number 
[21] Application number 
{22} Filing date 
[31] Application number (of a Convention priority applica- 
tion) 
[32] Filing date (of Convention priority application) 
{33] Country in which the Convention priority application 
was filed 
[45] Date of Patent issue: followed by terminal disclaimer, 
if any 
[51] International Patent Classification : basic classification 
in bold face type ; other in light face 
[52] U.S. Classification : Original class and subclass in bold 
face type; cross-references in light face 
[54] Title of the invention: Followed by the number of 
claims and drawing figures 
[56] References cited: List of prior art documents cited by 
the examiner, arranged in the following categories: 
United States Patents 
Foreign Patents or Applications 
Other Publications 
[60] Related U.S. Applications: 
[62] Due to Division(s) 
[63] Due to Continuation (s) 
{64} Due to reissue(s) 
[72] Name(s) of the Inventor(s) 
{73] Assignee(s) 
{*] Field of Search: Subclasses recorded on the file wrap- 
per as searched by the examiner 
{*] Primary Examiner: The person responsible for review 
of the patent allowance or who, in addition, ex- 
amined and allowed the patent application 
{*)} Assistant Examiner: the person who examined and al- 
lowed the patent application, other than a primary 
examiner 
{*] Attorney: the principal attorney of record at the time 
the allowed application was prepared for patent 
printing 
{*] Abstract 
Element numbers have not been assigned to the items de- 
noted by the sign [*] 
For earlier information respecting the front page format 
and date entries, reference is made to the notice published 
in the OrrictaL GaseTrs of March 11, 1969 (860 0.G. 386-7). 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, Jz., 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[877 0.G. 1] 


July 16, 1970. 


lee 


(193) DISCLOSURE DOCUMENT PROGRAM 


This notice consolidates aad supersedes the notices of Mar. 
26, 1969 (862 0.G. 1) and Ang. 11, 1970 (878 O.G. 1) relat- 
ing to the Patent Office Disclosure Document Program. 

Under this program the Patent Office accepts and preserves, 
for a period of two years, papers referred to as “Disclosure 
Documents.” These papers may be used as evidence of the 
dates of conception of inventions. 


THE ProcRaM 


A paper disclosing an invention and signed by the inventor 
or inventors may be forwarded to the Patent Office by the 
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inventor (or by any one of the inventors when there are joint 
inventors), by the owner of the invention, or by the attorney 
or agent of the inventor(s) or owner. It will be retained for 
two years and then be destroyed unless it is referred to in a 
separate letter in a related patent application within said 
two years. 

A Disclosure Document is not a patent application and the 
date of its receipt in the Patent Office will not become the 
effective filing date of any patent application subsequently 
filed. However, like patent applications, these documents will 
be kept in confidence by the Patent Office. If patent protection 
is desired, a patent application should be filed as soon as 
possible. 

This program does not diminish the value of conventional 
witnessed and notarized records as evidence of conception 
of an invention, but it should provide a more -redible form 
of evidence than that provided by the popular practice of 
mailing a disclosure to oneself or another person by registered 
mail. The program is made available as a service to those 
persons desiring to use it. 


CONTENT OF DISCLOSURE DOCUMENT 


Although there are no restrictions as to content and claims 
are not necessary, the benefits afforded by a Disclosure Docu- 
ment will depend directly upon the adequacy of the disclosure. 
Therefore, it is strongly urged that the document contain a 
clear and complete explanation of the manner and process 
of making and using the invention in sufficient detail to enable 
a person having ordinary knowledge in the field of the in- 
vention to make and use the invention. When the nature of 
the invention permits, a drawing or sketch should be included. 
The use or utility of the invention should be described, es- 
pecially in chemical inventions. 

The Disclosure Document must be limited to written matter 
or drawings on paper or other thin, flexible material, such 
as linen or plastic drafting material, having dimensions or 
being folded to dimensions not to exceed 8% by 13 inches, 
Photographs also are acceptable. Each page should be num- 
bered. Text and drawings should be sufficiently dark to permit 
reproduction with commonly used office copying machines. 

A $10 fee is charged for filing a Disclosure Document. Pay- 
ment must accompany the Disclosure Document when it is 
submitted to the Patent Office. 

In addition to the $10 fee, the Disclosure Document must 
be accompanied by a stamped, self-addressed envelope and a 
separate paper in duplicate, signed by the inventor, stating 
that he is the inventor and requesting that the material be 
received for processing under the Disclosure Document Pro- 
gram. The papers will be stamped by the Patent Office with 
an identifying number and date of receipt, and the duplicate 
request will be returned in the self-addressed envelope to- 
gether with a warning notice indicating that the Disclosure 
Document may be relied upon only as evidence and that a 
patent application should be diligently filed if patent protec- 
tion is desired. The inventor’s request may take the following 
form : 

“The undersigned, being the inventor of the disclosed inven- 
tion, requests that the enclosed papers be accepted under the 
Disclosure Document Program, and that they be preserved 
for @ period of two years.” 


RETENTION 


The Disclosure Document will be preserved in the Patent 
Office for two years after its receipt and will then be destroyed 
unless it is referred to in a separate letter in a related patent 
application filed within the two-year period. The Disclosure 
Document must be referred to in the separate letter by title, 
number, and date of receipt. Acknowledgment of receipt of 
such letters will be made in the next official communication 
or in separate letter from the Patent Office. Unless it is de- 
sired to have the Patent Office retain the Disclosure Docu- 
ment beyond the two-year period, it is not required that it 
be referred to in a patent application. 


WARNING AS TO LIMITATIONS 


The two-year retention period should not be considered to 
be a “grace period” during which the inventor can wait to 
file his patent application without possible loss of benefits. 
It should be recognized that in establishing priority of inven- 
tion an affidavit or testimony referring to a Disclosure Docu- 
ment must usually also establish diligence in completing the 
invention or in filing the patent application since the filing 
of the Disclosure Document. 
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Inventors are also reminded that any public use or sale 
in the United States, or publication of the invention anywhere 
in the world, more than one year prior to the filing of a patent 
application on that invention will prohibit the granting of 
a patent on that invention, 

If the inventor is not familiar with what is considered to 
be “diligence in completing the invention” or “reduction to 
practice” under the patent law, or if he has other questions 
about patent matters, the Patent Office advises him to consult 
an attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent 
Office. Patent attorneys and agents may be found in the tele- 
phone directories of most major cities, Also, many large cities 
have associations of patent attorneys which may be consulted. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Jan. 4, 1971. Assistant Commiesioner of Patente. 
[883 0.G. 3] 
LL 

(194) OrFice OF THE SECRETARY 


[Dept. Organization Order 30-3B] 
PATENT OFFICE 
Organization and Functions 


This material supersedes the material appearing at 35 F.R. 
18553 of December 5, 1970. 

Section 1. Purpose. This order prescribes the organiza- 
tion and assignment of functions within the Patent Office. 

Spc. 2. Organization Structure. The principal organization 
structure and line of authority of the Patent Office shall be 
as depicted in the attached organization chart. (A copy of 
the Organization Chart is on file with the original of this doc- 
ument with the Office of the Federal Register.) 

Sec. 3. Office of the Commissioner. The Commissioner de- 
termines the policies and directs the programs of the Patent 
Office and is responsible for the conduct of all activities of the 
Patent Office. He is princially assisted by five Assistant Com- 
missioners who shall have the main duties as specified below : 

a, The Deputy Commissioner (First Assistant Commissioner 
under 35 U.S.C. 3) shall assist the Commissioner in the direc- 
tion of the Patent Office and shall perform the duties and func- 
tion of the Commissioner in the latter’s absence. 

b. The Assistant Commissioner for Patent Examining (an 
assistant commissioner under 35 U.S.C. 3) shall provide admin- 
istrative and policy direction to the patent examining opera- 
tions which consist of the organizational elements enumerated 
in section 5. This Assistant Commissioner shall be assisted by a 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner who, among other duties, shall 
perform the functions of this Assistant Commissioner during 
the latter’s absence. i 

ec. The Assistant Commissioner for Appeals, Legislation, and 
Trademarks (an assistant commissioner under 35 U.S.C. 3) 
shall provide administrative and policy directious to the Board 
of Appeals, the Office of Legislation and International Affairs, 
the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, and the Trademark 
Examining Operation. 

d. The Assistant Commissioner for Search Systems Devei- 
opment shall provide technical, administrative, and Policy 
Direction to the Office of Research and Development and the 
Office of Search Systems and Documentation. This Assistant 
Commissioner shall be assisted by a Deputy Assistant Commis- 
sioner who, among other duties, shall perform the functions 
of this Assistant Commissioner during the latter’s absence. 

e. The Assistant Commissioner for Administration shall 
provide administrative and policy direction to certain adminis- 
trative, public and internal support services which consist of 
the organizational elements enumerated in section 8. This 
Assistant Commissioner shall be assisted by a Deputy Assist- 
ant Commissioner who, among other duties, shall perform the 
functions of this Assistant Commissioner during the latter's 
absence. 

Sec. 4. Offices reporting to the Commissioner. .01 The 
Director of Planning, Budget, Evaluation, and Forecast shall 
be the principal assistant and advisor to the Commissioner in 
Planning and Developing the major Programs of the Patent 
Office, in formulating and executing budgetary and fiscal 
policies, appraising the effectiveness of operations in attain- 
ing program objectives, and in assessing and forecasting tech- 
nological activities and invention developments in the United 
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States and other nations. He shall direct the activities of the 
following offices : 

a. The Office of Planning shall develop and recommend major 
plans and programs for accomplishing the objectives of the 
Patent Office ; direct and coordinate the development and main- 
tenance of internal program planning for support of officewide 
objectives ; and analyze proposed programs for consistency and 
effective integration with organization responsibility, for perti- 
nence to goals and objectives, for measurability of accomplish- 
ment, and validity and usefulness of workload parameters as 
indicators of expected accomplishment. 

b. The Office of Budget shall formulate, interpret, and exe- 
cute budgetary and fiscal policies; establish and maintain a 
comprehensive Planning-Programming-Budgeting System col- 
laborating with operating officials in developing budget 
and fiscal plans ; develop and present budget requests ; allocate 
and maintain budgetary control of available funds ; and main- 
tain externa! liaison in budgetary matters. 

ce. The Office of Evaluation shall review and evaluate the 
performance of operating units to determine their effectiveness 
in accomplishing previously established goals and objectives ; 
review and evaluate cost/benefit and cost/effectiveness analy- 
ses of alternatives for program accomplishment ; and conduct 
or initiate the submission of such studies as needed for evalu- 
ation purposes. 

d. The Office of Technology Assessment and Forecast shall 
continually assess the status of technological activity in all 
countries, compare inventive activity in the United States 
relative to other nations, and forecast technological develop- 
ments on a worldwide basis. 

.02 The Office of the Solicitor shall comprise the Solicitor, 
who is the chief legal officer for the Patent Office, and his 
professional associates. This Office shall handle all litigation 
to which the Commissioner is a party and provide other legal 
services, including drafting of legislation and advice and as- 
sistance on legislative matters. Other than in connection with 
the issuance of patents or the registration of trademarks, the 
Office shall be subject to the overall authority of the Depart- 
ment’s General Counsel, as provided in Department Organiza- 
tion Order 10-6. 

-03 The Office of Information Services shall advise and rep- 
resent the Commissioner on information matters; conduct 
programs fostering public understanding of the American 
patent system and the functions, services and administrative 
publications of the Patent Office ; develop publication policies ; 
provide direction and assistance in developing new and revised 
publications ; and assure conformity with policies, regulations, 
and standards concerning publications and publication prac- 
tices. 

.04 The Office of Data Systems shall be responsible for pro- 
viding data processing services to other elements of the Patent 
Office. This shall include the conduct of systems analysis and 
equipment evaluation studies directly related to the design 
and development of systems and programs for applications of 
computer techniques, except systems for printing patents; 
preparation or procurement and testing of computer programs 
and supplemental data processing services; operation of all 
general purpose ADP equipment, except that which may be ap- 
proved for use within another organization unit as an integral 
part of its operations; and maintenance of a comprehensive 
library of programs, including those developed or procured by 
other organizational units. 

.05 The Office of Government Inventions and Patents shall 
administer Executive Order 10096, as amended by Executive 
Order 10930 and related regulations, including the rendering 
of final decisions on the ownership of patents and the rights 
to inventions made by Government employees, and advise the 
Commissioner on matters involving the Committee on Govern- 
ment Patent Policy (of the Federal Council for Science and 
Technology). It shall also conduct research, Maison, and co- 
ordinative functions needed to carry out Executive Order 
10096 and to advise the Commissioner on Committee matters ; 
Provide executive secretariat support to the Committee; and 
assist in the development and formulation, to the extent ap- 
propriate, of a uniform Government-wide patent policy. 

Sec. 5. Offices reporting to the Assistant Commissioner for 
Patent Egvamining. 01 The Board of Patent Interferences 
shall conduct patent interference proceedings and make final 
determination in the Patent Office as to priority of invention. 
The Board shall also decide questions concerning property 
rights in inventions in the atomic energy and space fields 
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brought before it under the provisions of 42 U.S.C. 2182 and 
2457 (d) and (e). 

.02 The Office of Examining and Documentation Control 
shall develop procedures, quality and quantity standards re- 
lating to the conduct of the examination and documentation 
functions; evaluate compliance with examination and docu- 
mentation standards ; and train new examiners in patent prac- 
tice and procedure. 

.08 The Office of Support Services shall provide direct ad- 
ministrative and clerical support to the Examining Groups 
in the examination of patent applications and attend to the 
processing of applications both in advance of examination and 
after allowance by the examiners for patent issuance. Its du- 
ties include the review of incoming applications for compliance 
in matters of form; the origination and maintenance of appli- 
cation inventory documentation and status ; preparation, rout- 
ing, movement, and maintenance of files; liaison with other 
organization units in obtaining and processing documents ; and 
the provision of other logistical and administrative support. 

.04 The Examining Groups, specified below, shall examine 
applications for patent to ascertain if the applicants are en- 
titled to patents under the law and grant patents to those so 
entitled. Each examining group shall perform this function 
for patent applications falling within the generic category in- 
dicated by the title of the group. The Examining Groups are : 


General oa Petroleum Chemistry ; 


High Pol. ~~ ay | and Molding ; 
Coati ced Laminating BI and Photography ; 
zed Chemical Industries cal Engineering ; 


8) 
ne a nih 5 = and Related Elements ; 


Securi Designs ; 

Taformation Transmission, Storage and Retrieval ; 
Electronic Component Systems and ces ; 
Physics ; 

Material’ Shaping, article Manufactaring, Tool 
Materia ng, e Manufactu ” 8; 
Amusement, Husbandry, Personal Treatment, information ; 


Heat Power and Fiuid Bagineering and 
Constructions, Supports, es, and Cleaning. 

Sec. 6. Offices reporting to the Assistant Commissioner for 
Appeals, Legislation and Trademarks. .01 The Board of Ap- 
peals shall conduct hearings and render decisions on appeals 
from adverse decisions of examiners rejecting claims in patent 
applications. 

.02 The Office of Legislation and International Affairs shall 
make studies and advise the Commissioner on policy and ac- 
tion concerning matters which may require legislation and on 
international patent and trademark matters; develop and 
direct the implementation of related programs; maintain 
laison with the Office of the Secretary, the Department of 
State, and appropriate congressional committees; and con- 
duct negotations in technical patent and trademark matters 
in establishing or implementing international agreements. 

.03 The Trademark Trial and Appeal Board shall be re- 
sponsible for hearing and deciding adversary proceedings in- 
volving interfering applications, oppositions to registration, 
cancellation petitions, and concurrent use proceedings; and 
for hearing and deciding appeals from final refusals of the 
trademark examiners to allow the registration of trademarks. 

.04 The Trademark Examining Operation shall be respon- 
sible for the classification and examination of applications for 
the registration of trademarks and service marks and the 
maintenance of the principal and supplemental registers of 
trademarks. 

Sec. 7. Offices reporting to the Assistant Commissioner for 
Search Systems Development. .01 The Office of Research and 
Development shall identify areas of needed research, formulate 
approaches to research problems, and conduct research (or 
monitor research carried out under contract) ; and design and 
install experimental systems, new equipment, or other prod- 
ucts of research, and evaluate their effectiveness after instal- 
lation. Major research and development efforts are aimed at 
development of automated search and retrieval systems and 
more effective dissemination of stored information to Patent 
Office examiners, the patent profession, and the scientific com- 
munity. 

.02 The Office of Search Systems and Documentation shall 
develop, improve, and maintain subject matter classification 
systems; improve and maintain the examiner’s search file; 
develop, improve, and maintain operational search systems 
both manual and electronic, for the storage and identification 
of patents and patent related literature so that examiners 
and the public may readily retrieve particular technical in- 
formation. 
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Sec. 8. Offices reporting to the Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration. .01 The Office of Finance shall develop and 
maintain the financial accounting system of the Patent Office ; 
perform accounting operations for the revenue, trust funds, 
and appropriation of the Patent Office, including maintenance 
of general accounts and related fiscal records, preparation of 
financial statements and reports, audit and certification of 
vouchers for payment, issuance of deposit account statements, 
initiation of action to collect amounts due the Patent Office, 
and administration of the payroll system and related employee 
accounts; and provide fiaancial advice and opinions. 

.02 The Office of Personnel shall administer activities relat- 
ing to recruitment, placement, employee relations, training 
and career development, incentive awards, performance rat- 
ing, position classification and wage administration, group- 
management relations and various employee benefit programs. 

.03 The Office of Administrative Services shall provide office- 
wide services including the procurement and supply of equip- 
ment, furnishings, and consumable items; space and facilities 
management; communications; travel and transportation 
services ; mail, messenger, and general correspondence services ; 
and procurement and supply of graphic services and admin- 
istrative printing, including office forms and publications. 
This Office shall also be responsible for carrying out a com- 
prehensive paperwork management program in the Patent 
Office, embracing forms, reports, directives and records. 

.04 The Office of Public Services shall provide the materials 
and services offered directly to the public many of which are 
provided on a fee basis. These shall include recording instru- 
ments that transfer property rights to patents and trade- 
marks; furnishing copies of patents and office records; pro- 
viding drafting services ; and maintaining collections of perti- 
nent technical and scientific information such as United States 
and foreign patents, periodicals, books, and other publications 
for use by patent and trademark examiners and the public. 

.05 The Office of Patent Publications shall schedule and 
manage the processing and movement of allowed patent ap- 
plication files in procuring the creation of full patent text 
machine language data base and the composition and printing 
of weekly patent issues and related announcements in the 
Official Gazette; monitor the quality of performance by con- 
tributing sources ; provide technical direction and advice in 
eontract administration ; and maintain close liaison with the 
U.S. Government Printing Office; and prepare and issue pat- 
ent grants. 

.06 The Office of Organization and Systems Analysis shall 
plan and conduct studies designed to improve organization, 
methods, procedures, workflow, managerial techniques, re- 
source utilization, or otherwise increase efficiency, effective- 
ness and economy of operations ; participate in implementing 
approved recommendations ; counsel and assist program man- 
agers in developing and instituting systems changes to en- 
hance effectiveness in meeting operational objectives, but not 
including computer systems ; having responsibility for design 
and development of systems for printing patents, whether 
computerized or not, including reproduction subsystems ; have 
responsibility for design and development of micrographic 
systems ; provide data research and statistical analytical serv- 
ices, including mathematical modeling ; develop and manage a 
system for the issuance of internal administrative orders and 
instructions ; promote development of the Patent Office man- 
agement improvement program and coordinate the collection, 
review, and submission of reportable plans and accomplish- 
ments thereon ; maintain a program for the management and 
control of reports; and make special studies as required. 


Effective date: May 4, 1971. 
LARRY A. JOBE, 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


(FR Doc. 71-6957; Filed 5-18-71; 8: 45 a.m.] 
Published in 36 F.R. 9078, May 19, 1971 


{887 0.G, 727] 





(195) PRINTING OF CHEMICAL PATENTS 


In view of financial and scheduling considerations asso- 
ciated with the closing of Fiscal Year 1971, no chemical 
patents will appear in the patent issues of August 24 and 31, 
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and September 7 and 14, 1971. Chemical patents will again 
be issued on September 21, 1971. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


July 6, 1971. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 
[889 0.G. 356] 
—_—_—— SEE 

(196) SUPPLEMENTAL To THE MANUAL OF 


CLASSIFICATION 


Over a span of years, Patent Examiners have created ‘“un- 
official” subclasses and digests to facilitate searches within 
the arts under their jurisdiction. A recent inventory of the 
unofficial U.S. patents in the Examiner search file (exclusive 
of designs) has enabled the issuance of a listing of unofficial 
subclasses and digests as a supplement to the Manual of 
Classification. 

Current subscribers to the Manual of Classification shall 
receive the Supplement as soon as it becomes available (Sept.— 
Oct. '71), at a cost to be included in a forthcoming renewal 
fee. New subscriptions shall include the Supplement at a 
slightly higher cost. 

It should be noted that the Supplement is intended only 
as an interim publication until such time as the Manual of 
Classification can be completely reprinted with the unofficial 
subclasses and digests shown in their proper relationship to 
respective official classes and subclasses. The reprinted Manual, 
in the described integrated format, shall be derived from com- 
puter stored data now in the process of being compiled and 
should be available by mid-1972, 


WILLIAM R. NUGENT, 





July 27, 1971. Assistant Commissioner. 
[889 0.G. 1064] 
(197) PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, TITLE 3— 


THE PRESIDENT 
MEMORANDUM OF AUGUST 23, 1971 
GOVERNMENT PATENT POLICY 
Memorandum for Heads of Ewvecutive Departments 


and Agencies 
Tue Wits Hovss, 
Washington, August 23, 1971. 


On October 10, 1963, President Kennedy forwarded to the 
Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies a Memorandum 
and Statement of Government Patent Policy for their guidance 
in determining the disposition of rights to inventions made 
under Government-sponsored grants and contracts. On the 
basis of the knowledge and then available, this 
Statement first established ent-wide objectives and 
criteria, within existing legislative constraints, for the allo- 
cation of rights to inventions between the Government and 
its contractors. 

It was recognized that actual experience under the Policy 
could indicate the need for revision or modification, Accord- 
ingly, a Patent Advisory Panel was established under the 
Federal Council for Science and Technology for the purpose 
of assisting the agencies in implementing the Policy, acquir- 
ing data on the agencies’ operations under the Policy, and 
making recommendations regarding the utilization of Govern- 
ment-owned patents. In December 1965, the Federal Council 
established the Committee on Government Patent Policy 
to assess how this Policy was working in practice, and to 
acquire and analyze additional information that could con- 
tribute to the reaffirmation or modification of the Policy. 

The efforts of both the Committee and the Panel have pro- 
vided increased knowledge of the effects of Government patent 
policy on the public interest. More specifically, the studies and 
experience over the past 7 years have indicated that: 

(a) A single presumption of ownership of patent rights to 
Government-sponsored inventions either in the Government 
or in its contractors is not a satisfactory basis for Government 
patent policy, and that a flexible, Government-wide policy 
best serves the public interest ; 

(b) The commercial utilization of Government-sponsored 
inventions, the participation of industry in Government re- 
search and development programs, and commercial competi- 
tion can be influenced by the following factors: the mission 








TM 60 


of the contracting agency; the purpose and nature of the 
contract; the commercial applicability and market potential 
of the invention ; the extent to which the invention is devel- 
oped by the contracting agency; the promotional activities 
of the contracting agency ; the commercial orientation of the 
contractor and the extent of his privately financed research 
in the related technology ; and the-size, nature and research 
orientation of the pertinent industry ; 

(c) In general, the above factors are reflected in the basic 
principles of the 1963 Presidential Policy Statement. 

Based on the results of the studies and experience gained 
under the 1963 Policy Statement certain improvements in the 
Policy have been recommended which would provide (1) 
agency heads with additional authority to permit contractors 
to obtain greater rights to inventions where necessary to 
achieve utilization or where equitable circumstances would 
justify such allocation of rights, (2) additional guidance to 
the agencies in promoting the utilization of Government- 
sponsored inventions, (3) clarification of the rights of States 
and municipal governments in inventions in which the Federal 
Government acquires a license, and (4) a more definitive 
data base for evaluating the administration and effectiveness 
of the Policy and the feasibility and desirability of further 
refinement or modification of the Policy. 

I have approved the above recommendations and have at- 
tached a revised Statement of Government Patent Policy for 
your guidance. As with the 1963 Policy Statement, the Federal 
Council shall make a continuing effort to record, monitor and 
evaluate the effects of this Policy Statement. A Committee on 
Government Patent Policy, operating under the aegis of the 
Federal Council for Science and Technology, shall assist the 
Federal Council in these matters. 

This memorandum and statement of policy shall be pub- 
lished in the Federal Register. 

RICHARD NIXON. 


STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT PATENT POLICY 
Basic CONSIDERATIONS 


A. The Government expends large sums for the conduct 
of research and development which results in a considerable 
number of inventions and discoveries. 

B. The inventions in scientific and technological fields re- 
sulting from work performed under Government contracts 
constitute a valuable national resource. 

C. The use and practice of these inventions and discoveries 
should stimulate inventors, meet the needs of the Govern- 
ment, recognize the equities of the contractor, and serve the 
public interest. 

D. The public interest in a dynamic and efficient economy 
requires that efforts be made to encourage the expeditious 
development and civilian use of these inventions. Both the 
need for incentives to draw forth private initiatives to this 
end, and the need to promote healthy competition in industry 
must be weighed in the disposition of patent rights under 
Government contracts. Where exclusive rights are acquired 
by the contractor, he remains subject to the provisions of 
the antitrust laws. 

E. The public interest is also served by sharing of benefits 
of Government-financed research and development with foreign 
countries to a degree consistent with our international pro- 
grams and with the objectives of U.S. Foreign policy. 

F. There is growing importance attaching to the acquisi- 
tion of foreign patent rights in furtherance of the interests of 
U.S. industry and the Government. 

G. The prudent administration of Government research and 
development calls for a Government-wide policy on the dis- 
Position of inventions made under Government contracts re- 
flecting common principles and objectives, to the extent con- 
sistent with the missions of the respective agencies. The policy 
must recognize the need for flexibility to accommodate special 
situations. 

Po.icy 


SecTion 1. The following basic policy is established for 
all Government agencies with respect to inventions or dis- 
coveries made in the course of or under any contract of any 
Government agency, subject to specific statutes governing 
the disposition of patent rights of certain Government agencies. 

(a) Where 

(1) a principal purpose of the contract is to create, de- 
velop or improve products, processes, or methods which are 
intended for commercial use (or which are otherwise intended 
to be made available for use) by the general public at home 
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or abroad, or which will be required for such use by govern- 
mental! regulations ; or 

(2) a principal purpose of the contract is for exploration 
into fields which directly concern the public health, public 
safety, or public welfare ; or 

(3) the contract is in a field of science or technology in 
which there has been little significant experience outside of 
work funded by the Government, or where the Government 
has been the principal developer of the field, and the acquisi- 
tion of exclusive rights at the time of contracting might con- 
fer on the contractor a preferred or dominant position ; or 

(4) the services of the contractor are 

(1) for the operation of a Government-owned research or 
production facility ; or 

(ii) for coordinating and directing the work of others, 

the Government shall normally acquire or reserve the right 
to acquire the principal or exclusive rights throughout the 
world in and to any inventions made in the course of or under 
the contract. 

In exceptional circumstances the contractor may acquire 
greater rights than a nonexclusive license at the time of con- 
tracting where the head of the department or agency certifies 
that such action will best serve the public interest. Greater 
rights may also be acquired by the contractor after the inven- 
tion has been identified where the head of the department 
or agency determines that the acquisition of such greater 
rights is consistent with the intent of this Section 1(a) and 
is either a necessary incentive to call forth private risk capital 
and expense to bring the invention to the point of practical 
application or that the Government’s contribution to the 
invention is small compared to that of the contractor. Where 
an identified invention made in the course of or under the 
contract is not a primary object of the contract, greater rights 
may also be acquired by the contractor under the criteria of 
Section 1(c). 

(b) In other situations, where the purpose of the contract 
is to build upon existing knowledge or technology, to develop 
information, products, processes, or methods for use by the 
Government, and the work called for by the contract is in a 
field of Technology in which the contractor has acquired 
technical competence (demonstrated by factors such as know- 
how, experience, and patent position) directly related to an 
area in which the contractor has an established nongovern- 
mental commercial position, the contractor shall normally 
acquire the principal or exclusive rights throughout the world 
in and to any resulting inventions. 

(c) Where the commercial interests of the contractor are 
not sufficiently established to be covered by the criteria speci- 
fied in Section 1(b) above, the determination of rights shall 
be made by the agency after the invention has been identified, 
in a manner deemed most likely to serve the public interest 
as expressed in this policy statement, taking particularly into 
account the intentions of the contractor to bring the inven- 
tion to the point of commercial application and the guidelines 
of Section 1(a) hereof, provided that the agency may prescribe 
by regulation special situations where the public interest in 
the availability of the inventions would best be served by per- 
mitting the contractor to acquire at the time of contracting 
greater rights than a nonexclusive license. 

(4) In the situations specified in Sections 1(b) and 1(c), 
when two or more potential contractors are judged to have 
presented proposals of equivalent merit, willingness to grant 
the Government principal or exclusive rights in resulting 
inventions will be an additional factor in the evaluation of 
the proposals. 

(e) Where the principal or exclusive rights in an invention 
remain in the contractor, he should agree to provide written 
reports at reasonable intervals, when requested by the Govern- 
ment, on the commercial use that is being made or is intended 
to be made of inventions made under Governmental contracts. 

(f) Where the principal or exclusive rights in an invention 
remain in the contractor, unless the contractor, his licensee, 
or his assignee has taken effective steps within three years 
after a patent issues on the invention to bring the invention 
to the point of practical application or has made the inven- 
tion available for licensing royalty-free or on terms that are 
reasonable in the circumstances, or can show cause why he 
should retain the principal or exclusive rights for a further 
period of time, the Government shall have the right to re- 
quire the granting of a nonexclusive or exclusive license to 
a responsible applicant(s) on terms that are reasonable under 
the circumstances. 
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{g) Where the principal or exclusive rights to an inven- 
tion are acquired by the contractor, the Government shall 
have the right to require the granting of a nonexclusive 
or exclusive license to a responsible applicant(s) on terms 
that are reasonable in the circumstances (i) to the extent 
that the invention is required for public use by governmental 
regulations, or (ii) as may be necessary to fulfill health or 
safety needs, or (iii) for other public purposes stipulated in 
the contract. 

(bh) Whenever the principai or exclusive rights in an in- 
vention remain in the contractur, the Government shall nor- 
mally acquire, in addition to the rights set forth in Sections 
1(e), 1(f), and 1(g), 

(1) at least a nonexclusive, nontransferable, paid-up li- 
cense to make, use, and sell the invention throughout the 
world by or on behalf of the Government of the United States 
(including any Government agency) and States and domestic 
municipal governments, unless the agency head determines 
that it would not be in the public interest to acquire the 
license for the States and domestic municipal governments ; 
and 

(2) the right to sublicense any foreign government pursuant 
to any existing or future treaty or agreement if the agency 
head determines it would be in the national interest to acquire 
this right ; and 

(3) the principal or exclusive rights to the invention in 
any country in which the contractor does not elect to secure 
a patent. 

(i) Whenever the principal or exclusive rights in an inven- 
tion are acquired by the Government, there may be reserved 
to the contractor a revocable or irrevocable nonexclusive 
royalty-free license for the practice of the invention through- 
out the world; an agency may reserve the right to revoke 
such license so that it might grant an exclusive license when 
it determines that some degree of exclusivity may be necessary 
to encourage further development and commercialization of 
the invention. Where the Government has a right to acquire 
the principal or exclusive rights to an invention and does not 
eleet to secure a patent in a foreign country, the Government 
may permit the contractor to acquire such rights in any 
foreign country in which he elects to secure a patent, subject 
to the Government's rights set forth in Section 1(h). 

Sec. 2. Under regulations prescribed by the Administrator 
of General Services, Government-owned patents shall be made 
available and ‘the technological advances covered thereby 
brought Into being in the shortest time possible through dedi- 
eation or licensing, either exclusive or non-exclusive, and 
shall be listed in official Government publications or otherwise. 

Sec. 3. The Federal Council for Science and Technology in 
consultation with the Department of Justice shall prepare 
at least annually a report concerning the effectiveness of 
this policy, including recommendations for revision or modi- 
fication as necessary in light of the practices and determina- 
tions of the agencies in the disposition of patent rights under 
their contracts. The Federal Council for Science and Tech- 
nology shall continue to 
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(a) develop by mutual consultation and coordination with 
the agencies common guidelines for the implementation of 
this policy, consistent with existing statutes, and to provide 
overall guidance as to disposition of inventions and patents 
in which the Government has any right or interest ; and 

(b) acquire data from the Government agencies on the dis- 
position of patent rights to inventions resulting from federally 
financed research and development and on the use and prac- 
tice of such inventions to serve as bases for policy review and 
development ; and 

(c) make recommendations for advancing the use and ex- 
ploitation of Government-owned domestic and foreign patents. 

Each agency shall record the basis for its actions with 
respecg, to inventions and appropriate contracts under this 
statement. 

Sec. 4. Definitions: As used in this policy statement, the 
stated terms in singular and plural are defined as follows for 
the purposes hereof : 

(a) Government agency—includes any executive depart- 
ment, independent commission, board, office, agency, admin- 
istration, authority, Government corporation, or other Gov- 
ernment establishment of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America. 

(b) States—means the States of the United States, the 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Ameri- 
can Samoa, Guam and the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
Islands. 

(c) Invention, or Invention or diecovery—includes any art, 
machine, manufacture, design, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, or any variety of 
plant, which is or may be patentable under the Patent Laws 
of the United States of America or any foreign country. 

(d) Contractor—means any individual, partnership, public 
or private corporation, association, institution, or other en- 
tity which is a party to the contract. 

(e) Contract—means any actual or proposed contract, 
agreement, grant, or other arrangement, or subcontract en- 
tered into with or for the benefit of the Government where a 
purpose of the contract is the conduct of experimental, de- 
velopmental, or research work. 

(f) Made—when used in relation to any invention or dis- 
covery means the conception or first actual reduction to prac- 
tice of such invention in the course of or under the contract. 

(g) To the point of practical application—means to manu- 
facture in the case of a composition or product, to practice 
in the case of a process, or to operate in the case of a machine 
and under such conditions as to establish that the invention 
is being worked and that its benefits are reasonably accessible 
to the public. 


[FR Doc. 71-12623 ; Filed 8-25-71; 10: 41 a.m.] 
36 F.R. 16887-16d98 ; Aug. 26, 1971 
[890 0.G. 1302 (Sept. 28, 1971)] 
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(198) ORGANIZATION OF THE PaTENT OFFICE 


The accompanying block type organization chart printed herein shows 
the present organization of the Patent Office. It is based upon Department of 
Commerce Organization Order 30-3B, which explains the functions of the 
several units comprising the organization set forth in the chart. The Order 
is published following the chart. 
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PATENT OFFICE NOTICES 


United States Adopted Names 
List ‘No. 30 
July 1, 1971 to October 31, 1971 


The following nonproprietary names for the drugs described 
have been adopted by the USAN Council (the nomenclature 
committee sponsored by the American Medical Association, 
the American Pharmaceutical Association and the United 
States Pharmacopeial Convention) in cooperation with the 
interested manufacturers. The designation “United States 
Adopted Names” (USAN) has been coined to distinguish these 
formally adopted nonproprietary names from other nonpro- 
prietary names. Adoption of such names does not imply en- 
dorsement of the products involved by the A.M.A. Council on 
Drugs, the United States Pharmacopeia or the National 
Formulary. 

Any comments or suggestions should be addressed to Doctor 
Joseph B. Jerome, Secretary, United States Adopted Names 
Council, American Medical Association, 535 N. Dearborn St., 
Chicago, Ill., 60610. 


apramycin: antibacterial antibiotic (veterinary) 

brinolase: fibrinolytic enzyme 

conazole: antifungal 

dicumarol: anticoagulant 

elantrine: antiparkinsonism 

hexobendine: vasodilator 

indoramin: antihypertensive 

kasal: food additive 

lapyrium chloride: surfactant 

lomustine: antineoplastic 

mibolerone: anabolic androgen 

mitomycin: antineoplastic antibiotic 

obidoxime chloride: cholinesterase reactivator 

phenbutazone sodium glycerate: anti-inflammatory ; 
arthritic 

proquazone: anti-inflammatory 

rodocaine : local anesthetic 

semustine: antineoplastic 

sulfabenzamide: antibacterial 

temodox: antibacterial growth promotant for animals 


anti- 


— EE 


Registration to Practice 


The following list contains the names of persons applying 
for registration to practice before the United States Patent 
Office either on the basis of 4 years or more service in the 
Examining Corps or under Rule 341(e) of the “Rules of Prac- 
tice of the United States Patent Office in Patent Cases.” 
Information tending to affect the eligibility of said appli- 
cants on moral, ethical, or other grounds should be furnished 
the Commissioner of Patents on or before January 28, 1972. 
Bogwigns. Robert H., P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
‘anada 

Co, Douglas C., P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
‘anada 

Campbell, Alan R., P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 


Canada 
Carson, Ross, 151 Sp ** St., Ottawa, Ontario, Canada 
x 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Can 


Clark, Geoffrey C., 

Fuller, E hans F., P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Fyfe. ‘Nicholas H., P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Gootkasian, John T., 14801 Rocking Spring Drive, Rockville, 
Kote © Charies, P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Kista Cove C., P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
a C. Vance, P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, Ontario, 
mcardlss Peter E., 111 Richmond St. W, Toronto, Ontario, 


Mitton, Roger, P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D. —~-— | Ontario, Canada 
O'Gorman, Hugh, P.O. Box 2999, Sta. D, Ottawa, ‘Ontario, 


Canada 
Orleans, Godfrey P., 111 Richmond St. W., Toronto, Ontario, 
Canada 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 


Dec. 7, 1971. Chairman, Committee on Enrollment. 


Patent Suits 
Notices under 35 U.S.C, 290; Patent Act of 1952 


2,950,228, R. O. Marshall, ENZYMATIC PROCESS, filed 
July 30, 1971, D.C. Del. (Wilmington), Doc. 4196, CPC Inter- 
national Inc. v. Standard Brands, Inc. 

2,977,986, G. Hinderer, SINGLE-HANDLED VALVE; 3,324,- 
884, R. F. Dornaus, SINGLE-HANDLED VALVE STRUC- 
TURE; 3,476,149, same, filed Aug. 5, 1971, D.C., C.D. Calif. 
(Los Angeles), Doc. 71-1832—-DWW, Price-Pfister Brass Mfg. 
Co. v. American Standard Inc. 

3,007,487, K. Adams, VALVE ; 8,442,488, same, filed Aug. 6, 
1971, D.C., N.D. Tl. (Chicago), Doc. 71c1953, Valve and 
Primer Corp. v. Gebruder Adama and Karl Adams. 

3,068,484, Moehlenpah and Pallme, APPARATUS FOR FAB- 
RICATING WOOD STRUCTURES ; 38,069,684, same, filed June 
30, 1971, D.C., E.D. Tenn. (Knoxville), Doc. 7523, Hydro-Air 
Engineering, Inc. v. Building Component Machinery Co., Inc. 
and Sidney Gwyn. 

3,069,684. (See 3, 068,484.) 

3,197,710. (See 3,237,062.) 

3,237,062, B. T. Murphy, MONOLITHIC SEMICONDUCTOR 
DEVICES ; 3,197,710, H. C. Lin, COMPLEMENTARY TRAN- 
SISTOR STRUCTURE, filed July 29, 1971, D.C., N.D. I. 


(Chicago), Doc, 71c1862, Westinghouse Electric Corp. v. Texas 
Instruments Inc. 


3,289,378, W. J. Carroll, REINFORCING ROD SUPPORT, 
filed July 28, 1971, D.C., N.D. Ill. (Chicago), Doc. 71c1848, 
Sylgab Steel and Wire Corp. v. Imoco-Gateway Corp. 


3,308,493, F. A. Lambach, SURFBOARD, filed Jan. 15, 1970, 
D.C., 8.D. Calif. (San Diego), Doe. 70-16-S, Robert Ellis 
v. Bill Bahne, doing business as Fine Unlimited. Order grant- 
ing motion for summary judgment and dismissing the action, 
Aug. 18, 1971. 

3,324,884. (See 2,977,986.) 

3,337,082, H. J. Dorgelys, CONTAINERS AND STORAGE 
FACILITIES THEREFOR, filed Aug. 11, 1971, D.C., N.D. Fla. 
(Orlando), Doc. 71—163-Orl., Henri J. Dorgelys v. Dolmar, 
Ine., Alan Brang and Raymond Hilmer. 


8,359,678, E. E. Headrick, FLYING SAUCER, filed July 29, 
1971, D.C., 8.D.N.¥., Doc. 71-3397, Wham-O Mfg. Co. v. Inter- 
state Stores Inc. et al. 


3,371,828, N. E. Elsas, TURNING APPARATUS, filed Nov. 
13, 1970, D.C., E.D.N.Y. (Brooklyn), Doc. 70—-C-1406, Nemo 
Industries, Inc. v. L.I.F. Machine Co., Inc. Judgment for 1n- 
junction, Aug. 16, 1971. 


3,885,318. (See D. 205,338.) * 
3,442,488. (See 3,007,487.) 


3,473,251, R. D. Kahn, INSECT ELECTROCUTING DEVICE, 
filed Mar. 18, 1970, D.C., S8.D.N.¥., Doc. 70-C-1108, Fedtro, 
Inc. v. Lear Siegler, Inc. Stipulation of dismissal without 
prejudice, Aug. 4, 1971. 


3,475,149. (See 2, 977, 986.) 


3,478,431, A. J. De Pietro, HINGE JOINT FOR DENTAL 
ARTICULATOR, filed Aug. 16. 1970, D.C., C.D. Calif. (Los 
Angeles), Doc. 71-1918-LTL, Anthony J. De Pietro v. Denar 
Corporation et al. 


3,484,905, R. Eberhardt, BUNDLE TIE, filed July 30, 1971, 
D.C., N.D. Ill. (Chicago), Doc. 71¢1877, All States Plastic 
Mfg. Co., Inc. v. Weckesser Co. Inc. 


3,509,318, H. E. Brown, DOMESTIC ELECTRIC APPLI- 
ANCE, filed Aug. 20, 1971, D.C., N.D. Ohio (Cleveland), Doc. 
C-71-816, The Tappan Company v. Hardwick Stove Company 
and Schuenemann Electric, Inc. 


3,512,338, R. F. Nestler, PACKAGING WITH PLASTIC 
BAGS ; 3,513,755, Nestler and May, NESTED PLASTIC BAG 
PRODUCTION PROCESS AND APPARATUS, filed Jan. 28, 
1971, D.C., W.D. Pa. (Pittsburgh), Doc. 71-252, Peter B. 
Mose v. Richard T. Nestier, Donald B. May and James P. 
Blair, doing business as Nestler-May Co. Stipulation and agree- 
ment, judgment against the defendants, Aug. 30, 1971. 


™ 65 
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3,518,718, J. J. Tomecek, CONTROL SYSTEM ADJUSTMENT 
MEANS, filed Mar. 1, 1971, D.C., E,D; Mich» (Detroit), Doe, 
36123, Robin Products Co. v. Jerry J. Tomecek. Order of dis- 
missal without prejudice, June 14, 197i. 

3,515,141, E. R. Black, FOUNDATION GARMENT ; 3,515,143, 
same, filed June 2, 1971, D.C., E.D.N.Y., Doc. 71—-C-3578, 
Flexnit Company, Inc. v. Figur Flattery Brassiere, Inc. 

3,515,143. (See 3,515,141.) 

3,516,560, J. M. Brighton, POWER SKIDS, filed Aug. 27, 
1971, D.C., M.D. Fla. (Orlando), Doc. 71—176—Orl., Pemberton- 
Durham, Inc. v. John Monroe Brighton. 

3,521,675, J. A. Dussich, CONTAINER CONSTRUCTION AND 
USE ; 3,593,484, same, METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR SE- 
QUENTIALLY PACKAGING MATERIALS INTO UNITS OF 
DESIRED VOLUME, filed Aug. 12, 1971, D.C., ED.N.Y. 
(Brooklyn), Doc. 71-C-1076, Joseph A. Dussich vy. Ecological 
Container Corporation and Aquada Products Corporation. 

3,522,814, G. R. Olson, WASHER FOR PARTS AND THE 
LIKE, filed Aug. 17, 1971, D.C., W.D. Wash. (Seattle), Doc. 
88-71C2, Safety-Kleen Corporation v. Roger L. Sorting, doing 
business as Hasy Clean Corporation. 

3,526,070, M. W. Deason, POOL DECK FORM, filed July 28, 
1971, D.C. Ariz. (Tucson), Doc. C-71-99, Maz W. Deason, 
doing business as Morter and Company v. William M. Small, 
doing business ag Small’s Art Crete Company. 

3,526,518, M. Kleiman, CONTROL OF APPLE STORAGE 
SCALD USING CERTAIN DIPHENYLAMINE COMPOSI- 
TIONS; 3,526,519, same ; 3,526,520, same, filed Aug. 19, 1971, 
D.C., W.D. Wash. (Seattle), Doc. 84-71C2, Chemley Products 
Company v. Pace National Corporation and Maz A. Gurvich. 

3,526,519. (See 3,526,518.) 

3,526,520. (See 3,526,518.) 

9,552,469, L. M. Corless, TIRE BEAD SEATER, filed Aug. 
25, 1971, D.C., N.D. Ohio (Cleveland), Doc. C-71-834, B & J 
Manufacturing Co. v. Akron Tire Supply and Robert J. 
Singieer. 

3,575,546, J. P. Liautaud, HEADER AND SHELL ENCASE- 
MENT FOR ELECTRONIC COMPONENTS AND THE LIKE, 
filed Aug. 24, 1971, D.C., N.D. Ill. (Chicago), Doc. 712066, 
James P. Liautaud v. Victor Comptometer Corporation. 
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3,576,161, C. S. Wrights, HORIZONTAL BALER APPARA- 
TUS, fled Aug: 9 1971, D.C., E.D. Mich. (Detroit), Doc. 
86903, American Hoist 4 Derrick Co. vy. Royal Oak Waste- 
paper Co. and Logemann Bros. Co. 


3,577,241, Means, Kussman, Wade and Vodra, METHOD OF 
PREPARING EDIBLE ANIMAL FEET, filed Sept. 7, 1971, 
D.C. Nebr. (Omaha), Doe. CV-—71—O-330, American Beef 
Packers, Inc. v. Iowa Beef Packers, Inc. Same, filed Sept. 7, 
1971, D.C. Colo. (Denver), Doc. C-3374, American Beef 
Packers, Inc. y. Litvak Meat Company. + re 


3,587,619, J. L. Krechel, COMPRESSOR UNLOADER AND 
CHECK VALVE UNIT, filed Aug. 19, 1971, D.C., W.D. Pa. 
(Erie), Doe. C.A. 68-71, Joseph L. Krechel vy. Air-Con, Inc., 
Wolfe Metal Products Corp. 


3,500,538, J. A. Holt, PLUG CONSTRUCTION FOR USE 
WITH ANCHOR INSERTS SET IN CONCRETE, filed Sept. 
2,1971, D.C., N.D. Ill. (Chieago), Doc. 7102142, Superior 
Conerete Accessories v. Burke Concrete Accessories. 


3,593,484. (See 3,521,675.) 


Re. 23,890, H. M. Chase, PROCESS FOR PREPARING AND 
PRESERVING FROZEN POTATOES ; Re. 23,891, saine, filed 
Aug. 10, 1971, D.C. Idaho (Boise), Doc. C-—1-71-68, H. M. 
Chase Corporation v. Ore-Ida Foods, Inc. 


Re. 23,8091. (See Re. 23,890.) 


Re. 25,290, F. T. Parfrey, METHOD OF AND MEANS FOR 
FORMING HOLLOW ARTICLES, filed Aug. 6, 1971, D.C., 
W.D. Mich. (Grand Rapids), Doc. G194—71-CA(5), Owens- 
Illinois, Inc. and Francis Trigg Parfrey v. Baker Plastics Co., 
Hercules, Inc., Haskon, Inc. and Burcham Products Co. Same, 
filed Aug. 6, 1971, D.C., E.D. Mich. (Detroit), Doc. 36900, 
Owens-Illinois, Inc. and Francis Grigg Parfrey v. Hercules 
Inc., Baker Plastics and Haskon Inc. 


D. 205,338, E. L. Kilbourn, COMBINED CLOSURE AND 
GAUGE FOR A FLUID SYSTEM; 3,385,318, same, INLET 
FITTING FOR PRESSURIZED FLUID SYSTEMS, filed May 
9, 1969, D.C., N.D. Ind. (South Bend), Doc. 69-E-88, Pro- 
gressive Dynamics, Inc. v. Bristol Products Corporation. Con- 
sent judgment enjoining defendant, Aug. 25, 1971. 
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RENE D. TEGTMEYER, Assistant Commissioner for Appeals, Legislation and Trademarks 





C. M. WENDT, Director, Trademark Examining Operation Oldest Dates* 
TRADEMARK EXAMINING DIVISION. EXAMINERS AND TRADEMARK CLASSES ww ; 
UNDER EXAMINATION New Amend- 
ment Filed 
@ 1 J. J. BETTENDORY, , Classes 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 17, 27, 28, 30, 32, 33, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 50; Certification Marks, . 
te La Le, SUSE Bad ate EBL LC IUE LE srs SARE tn nese on Svesuen-~seubotbutonvsigoidbjancusssiedcape -6-71 1-11-71 
¥ A. WETHER BES. Ch Classes 1, 6, 15, 18, 51, 52; Collective Membership Mark, Class 200... .. ...| 1-23-70 12-8-70 
ath "6. WLER, Classes 12, 6, 18, 21 are re ee ‘| 1-27-70} 6-28-70 
tiv) M ¥ ABRAMSON. Classes 13, 14, 20, 22, 24, 25; 29; Service N Marks, Classes 100, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, 106, 107_.._.__| 9-15-70 10-86-70 


Renewals (Al! Classes) 





*As of November 30, 1971. 


MARKS PUBLISHED FOR OPPOSITION 
SECTION 1 


The following marks are published in compliance with section 12(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946: Application for the 
registration of these marks in more than one class has been filed as provided in section 30 of said act as amended by Public 
Law 772, 87th Congress, approved Oct. 9, 1962, 76 Stat. 769. Opposition under section 13 may be filed within thirty days of 
the date of this publication. See Rules 2.101 to 2.105. 

A separate fee of twenty-five dollars for opposing each mark in each class must accompany the oppcsition. 


CNOTE: For publication of marks prcsented in applications for registration in one class, see section 2.] 


SN 333,864. The Singer Company, New York, N.Y. Filed Accumulators and Printers, Calculators, Adding and Subtract- 


July 30, 1969. ing Machines, Automatic Data Collection Apparatus, Auto- 
FRIDEN matic Writing and Computing Machines, Code Converters, 

Electronic Computers, Punched Tape Adding Machines, Tape 

Owner of Reg. Nos. 353,891, 805,221, and others. Perforating Machines, Photo Composing Machines, Magnetic 


Pre-Coding Machines, Postal and Parcel Post Scales, Electri- 
Class 3—Baggage, Animal Equipments, Portfolios, and ca) or Electromechanical Calculating and Recording Apparatus 
Pocketbooks and Parts or Components Thereof, Tape Used With Data 
Processing or Storage Machines Which Produce and/or Re- 


Der Cossginy Gye Weegee: spond to Control Signals (Int. Cl. 9). 


First use March 1963. First use May 19, 1934. 
Class 5—Adhesives 

For Glue (Int. Cl. 1). Class 32—Furniture and Upholstery 

First use January 1959. For Work Tables, Mail Sorting Racks and Racks for Hold- 

6—Chemicals Compositions ing Mail Bags, Tables and Desks (Int. Cl. 20). 

Cinss and Chemical First use Oct. 30, 1965. 

For Toner for Copying Machines (Int. Cl. 1). 

First use June 1968, Class 37—Paper and Stationery 
Class 11—Inks and Inking Materials For Paper Tape and Cards Used With Machines Which Pro- 


duce and/or Respond to Control Signals, Tape Filing Boxes, 
Envelopes and Labels, Paper for Copying Machines (Int. 
Cl. 16). 


For Ink; Ink-Impregnated Ribbons and Carbon-Coated Rib- 
bons for Office and Business Machines (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use January 1959. 


First use July 14, 1958. | 
Class 19—Vehicles 
For Mail Carts (Int. Cl. 12). Class 38—Prints and Publications 


First use June 1961. For Magazines (Int. Cl. 16). 


Class 21—Electrical Apparatus, Machines, and Supplies First use Sept. 30, 1944. 


For Electric Motors, Printed Circuits, Electric Cords, 
Boards to Which Electrical Components and Circuits Are 
Mounted—Namely, Printed Circuit Boards, Integrated Cir- 


cults and Automatic Tape Transmitter-Receivers (Int. Cis. SN 335,282. The Tire & Battery Corporation, Dayton, Ohio, 


by merger and change of name from Cordovan Associates, 


bon ee Incorporated, Dayton, Ohio. Filed Aug. 14, 1969. 
, and Tools, and Parts 
Clase 23—Catery, Machinery GATEWAY 


For Automatic Typewriting Machines, Impact Printers, 
Graphic Arts Equipment—Namely, Typesetting Machines and Cigss 21—Electrical Apparatus, Machines, and Supplies 
Machines To Produce Printed Material for Both Offset and 
Letterpress Printing and Related Equipment; Mail Room For Batteries (Int. Cl. 9). 
Equipment—Namely, Postage Machines, Automatic Letter In- First use July 10, 1969. 
serting Machines, Electric Letter Openers and Sealers, Auto- 


matic Check Endorsing Machines (Int. Cis. 7 and 16). Class 35—Belting, Hose, Machinery Packing, and Non- 
First use Feb. 27, 1954. metallic Tires 
Class 26—Measuring and Scientific Appliances For Vehicle Tires (Int. Cl. 12). 


For Electric Copying Machines, Automatic Tape Readers Fiset use Ape. 14, 1968. 


and Data Selectors, Remote Controlled Input-Output Digital Subj. to Intf. with SN 333,229. 
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SN 349,583. Cellu-Products Company, Patterson, N.C. Filed 
Jan. 26, 1970. 


Class 2—Receptacles 
For Plastic Containers for Food Products (Int. Cl. 20). 
Class 37—Paper and Stationery 


For Packaging Material in Web Form Made of Paper and 
Plastic, Corner Pads Made of Corrugated Paperboard, Pro- 
tective Blankets Made of Paper, Bed Pads Made Principally 
of Paper, and Absorbent Pads for Food Products Made of 
Paper and Plastic (Int. Cl. 16). 


First use Nov. 19, 1969. 
——_—_—_—— 


SN 353,667. Neapco Products Inc., Pottstown, Pa. Filed 


Mar. 10, 1970. 


Owner of Reg, Nos. 519,167 and 522,120. 


Class 19—Vehicles 


For Automotive Chassis Parts—Namely, Front End Sus- 
pension Parts and Idler Arm Assemblies and Supports (Int. 
Cl. 12). 


Class 23—Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, and Parts 
Thereof 


For Universal Joints and Parts Thereof and Component 
Parts Used for Repair and Replacement of Universal Joints 
for Automotive and Other Applications, Industrial and Farm 
Equipment Drive Shafts, and Parts Thereof (Int. Cl. 7). 


First use Aug. 1, 1962. 
LS 


SN 355,939. Frederick Atkins, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed 
Apr. 6, 1970. 


hand 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 690,300, 691,337, and others. 


Class 2—Receptacles 


For Trash Can Liners; Closet Accessories—Namely, Gar- 
ment Bags, Shoe Bags, and Storage Boxes (Int. Cis. 20 and 


21). 
First use December 1964. 


Class 13—Hardware and Plumbing and Steam-Fitting 
Supplies 


For Toilet Seats (Int. Cl. 11). 
First use December 1958. 


Class 18—Medicines and Pharmaceutical Preparations 


For Vitamins and Medicinal Alcohol (Int. Cl. 5). 
First use December 1959. 


Class 19—Vehicles 


For Bicycles, Car Seats, and Strollers (Int. Cl. 12). 
First use December 1960. 
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Class 21—Electrical Apparatus, Machines, and Supplies 
For Fans, Irons, Mixers, Blenders, Coffee-Makers, Broilers, 
Sweepers, Frying Pans, Heating Pads, Radios, Television Re- 
eeivers, Christmas Tree Lights, Floor Polishers, and Vacuum 
Cleaner Bags (Int. Cls. 7, 9, and 11). 
First use December 1962. 


Class 22—Games, Toys, and Sporting Goods 
For Toy Phonographs, Golf Balls ; Playground-Equipment— 
Namely, Swings ; Ice Skates ; and Wheel Goods-—Namely, Tri- 
cycles, Toy Wagons, and Children’s Pedal Cars (Int. Cl. 28). 
First use December 1960. 


Class 23—Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, and Parts 
Thereof 


For Cutlery—Namely, Power Lawn Mowers and Can Open- 
ers (Int. Cl. 7). 
First use Aug. 2, 1963. 


Class 24—Laundry Appliances and Machines 

For Ironing Boards and Ironing Board Covers and Pads 
(Int. Cl. 21). 

First use December 1962. 


Class 30—Crockery, Earthenware, and Porcelain 


For China Dinnerware (Int. Cl. 21). 
First use December 1968. 


Class 32—Furniture and Upholstery 


For Cribs, Playpens, Pillows, High Chairs, Chests of 
Drawers, and Lighted Make-Up Mirrors (Int. Cl. 20). 
First use December 1964. 


Class 34—Heating, Lighting, and Ventilating Apparatus 
For Air Conditioners, Heaters, and Lamp Shades (Int. 
Cl. 11). 
First use April 1962. 


Class 36—Musical Instruments and Supplies 


For Phonographs (Int. Cl. 15). 
First use June 13, 1962. 


Class 37—Paper and Stationery 
For Stationery—Namely, Writing Paper (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use June 1965. 


Class 39—Clothing 


For Boys’ and Little Boys’ Underwear, Sleepwear, Slacks, 
Jeans, Jackets and Rainwear and Sweaters ; Little Boys’ Dress 
Shirts, Knit Shirts and Sport Shirts ; Girls’ Underwear, Sleep- 
wear, Lingerie, Tights, Blouses, Slacks, Sweaters, Jackets 
and Rainwear ; and Infants’ Sleepwalkers, Knit Shirts, Train- 
ing Pants, Gowns, Kimonas, Pram Suits, Stretch Coveralls, 
Diapers, Sweaters, Jackets and Rainwear and Footwear, 
Sweaters, and Coats (Int. Cl. 25). 

First use December 1961. 


Class 42—Knitted, Netted, and Textile Fabrics, and 
Substitutes Therefor 


For Blankets, Mattress Pads, Sheets, Rugs and Carpets, 
Curtains, Pillows, Towels, and Plastic Covers for Chairs, 
Mattresses (Int. Cls. 24 and 27). 

First use September 1956. 


Class 50—Merchandise Not Otherwise Classified 


For Non-Electric Christmas Tree Decorations (Int. Cl. 28). 
First use June 1964. 


Class 52—Detergents and Soaps 


For Toilet Soaps and Hair Shampoos (Int. Cl. 3). 
First use December 1965. 





SN 361,436. Tokico Ltd., Kawasaki, Kanagawa-ken, Japan. 
Filed June 2, 1970. 


TOKICO 


Owner of Japanese Reg. Nos. 365,780 and 743,091, dated 
Aug. 24, 1946 and May 31, 1967. 
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Class 13—Hardware and Plumbing and Steam-Fitting 
Supplies 


For Pneumatic Control Valve, Air Valves and Controller 
(Int. Cl. 6). 


Class 19—Vehicles 


For Automobile Shock Absorbers and Parts Therefor ; Brake, 
Clutch and Wheel Cylinders; Pressure Conscious Reducing 
Valves, Pressure Conscious Limiting Valves, Deceleration Con- 
scious Reducing Valves, Deceleration Conscious Limiting 
Valves ; Load Conscious Reducing Valves and Load Conscious 
Limiting Valves (Int. Cl. 12). 


Class 23—Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, and Parts 
Thereof 


For Gasoline Dispenser Which Does Not Measure as It Dis- 
penses, Surge Tank, Oil Hydraulic Pump or Motor, Gear Pump 
or Motor, Free Piston Type Pump or Motor, Plunger Type 
Pumps or Motors, Oil Hydraulic Control Valve, Oil Hydraulic 
Pressure Control Valve, Oil Hydraulic Flow Control Valve, 
Oi) Hydraulic Directional Control Valve, Oi! Hydraulic Cylin- 
der, Vane Pump (or Oil Motor), Motor Exhaust and Intake 
Valves, and Fluid Pressure Engine Control Valve Units (Int. 
Cl. 7). 


Class 26—Measuring and Scientific Appliances 


For Gasoline Pumps and Liquid Petroleum Gas Dispensers 
Which Measure as They Dispense; Flow Meters (Especially 
Volumetric Flow Meter and Turbine Meter), Calorimeters, 
Metering Pumps, Thermostatically Controlled Valves, Oil Hy- 
draulic Jet Pipe Type Controller, and Metering Valves (Int. 
Cl. 9). 

—_—_—_ LT 


SN 364,709. Southern Leather Company, Inc., d.b.a. Royal 
Guard, Memphis, Tenn. Filed July 9, 1970. 


Gimard 


Class 4—Abrasives and Polishing Materials 
For Shoeshine Kits (Int. Cl. 21). 
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Class 6—Chemicals and Chemical Compositions 


For Chemical Composition for Application to Various Sur- 
faces To Repel Grease, Of] and Water Therefrom (Int. Cl. 1). 


Class 50—Merchandise Not Otherwise Classified 
For Shoe Stretchers and Shoe Trees (Int. Cl. 21). 
First use Mar. 2, 1970. 





SN 374,252. 
26, 1970. 


— cree a 
\~weun, pommel” 
_—s 4 


Class 12—Construction Materials 


For Balsa Wood for Use in the General Construction Trade 
(Int. Cl. 19). 
First use Dec. 15, 1951. 


Class 16—Protective and Decorative Coatings 
For Paint and Paint Type Finishes (Int. Cl. 2). 
First use Jan. 1, 1956. 

Class 22—Games, Toys, and Sporting Goods 


For Model Airplane Kits and Component Parts Thereof (Int. 
Cl. 28). 
First use Jan. 1, 1954. 


Sig Mfg. Co., Inc., Montezuma, Iowa. Filed Oct. 





SN 376,954. The Reader’s Digest Association, Inc., 
Castle, N.Y. Filed Nov. 23, 1970. 


READER’S DIGEST 
Class 21—Electrical Apparatus, Machines, and Supplies 


For Radios (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use Sept. 30, 1968. 


Class 36—Musical Instruments and Supplies 


For Dise Record Players and Tap Record Players (Int. 
Cl. 9). 
First use Oct. 21, 1961. 


New 





SECTION 2 


The following marks are published in compliance with section 12(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946. Opposition under 
Section 13 may be filed within thirty days of the date of this publication. See Rules 2,101 to 2.105. 
A separate fee of twenty-five dollars for opposing each mark in each class must accompany the opposition. 


{NOTE: For publication of marks presented in a combined application for registration in more than one class, see section 1.] 


Class 1— Raw or Partly Prepared Materials 


SN 383,837. 
16, 1971. 


Akzona Incorporated, Asheville, N.C. Filed Feb. 


COUGAR 


For Leather (Int. Cl. 18). 
First use Oct. 31, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 393,202. 





SN 388,175. A. Winik & Son, New York, N.Y. Filed Apr. 2, 
1971. 


The design portion of this mark is a representation of an 
Icelandic sheep's horn. 

For Skins (Int. Cl. 18). 

First use September 1966. 


SN 393,202. Pfister & Vogel Tanning Co., Inc., Milwaukee, 
Wis. Filed May 26, 1971. 


COUGAR 


For Leather (Int. Cl. 18). 
First use on or about June 24, 1970. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 383,837. 


Le 


Class 2 — Receptades 


SN 366,011. American Aluminum Company, Mountainside, 
N.J. Filed July 23, 1970. 


AMALCO 


For Metal Parts for Industrial, Consumer and Military Ap- 
plications—Namely, Aluminum Bottles, Instrument Carrying 
Cases, Spools for Wire, and Aluminum Cans (Int. Cl. 6). 

First use June 29, 1970. 
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OFFICIAL GAZETTE 





JANUARY 4, 1972 


SN 366,726. Progress Lithographing Co., Cincinnati, Ohio. SN 398,003. United Can Company, La Mirada, Calif. Filed 


Filed July 30, 1970. 


E-LITH 
For Corrugated Paperboard Boxes (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use May 22, 1970. 


SN 376,016. E. O. Brody, d.b.a. E. O. Brody Company, Cleve- 
land, Ohio. Filed Nov. 13, 1970. 


VASE-MATES 


For Glass Receptacles and Decorative Panels for Flowers 
Sold as a Unit (Int. Cl. 21). 
First use Apr. 20, 1970, 





SN 378,926. American Can Company, Greenwich, Conn. Filed 
Dee, 17, 1970. 


a 





For Metal Cans, Containers and Components Thereof, Plas- 
tie Bottles, Plastic Bags, Collapsible Tubes, Paperboard Car- 
tons, Containers and Components Made of Fibre, Metal, Plas- 
ties or Combinations Thereof (Int. Cls. 6, 16, 20, and 21). 

First use July 25, 1966. 


—_—_—_—_—_—— 


SN 379,190. Geo. J. Ball, Inc., d.b.a. Jiffy Products of 
America, West Chicago, Ill. Filed Dec. 21, 1970. 


JIFFY 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 834,188, 835,744, and others. 

For Peat Moss Pots and Connected Strips of Such Pots 
for Use in Starting and Growing Plants (Int. Cl. 31). 

First use during November 1970; 1954, in a different form. 





SN 379,191. Geo. J. Ball, Inc., d.b.a. Jiffy Products of 
America, West Chicago, Ill. Filed Dec. 21, 1970. 





The representation of a pot is disclaimed apart from the 
mark as shown. Owner of Reg. Nos, 834,188, 874,931, and 
834,529. 

For Peat Moss Pots and Connected Strips of Such Pots 
for Use in Starting and Growing Plants (Int. Cl. 31). 

First use during November 1970. 


SN 381,574. Continental Extrusion Corporation, Garden City, 
N.Y. Filed Jan. 21, 1971. 


PERSONALITY-TOTES 


For Plastic Shopping Bags and Plastic General Purpose 
Bags (Int. Cl. 20). 
First use Dec. 1, 1970. 


July 22, 1971. 





Owner of Reg. No. 793,866. 
For Tin and Aluminum Cans (Int. Cl. 6) 
First use Jan. 13, 1964. 





Class 3 — Baggage, Animal Equipments, Port- 
folios, and Pocketbooks 


SN 384,218. Ortho Pharmaceutical Corporation, Raritan, 
N.J. Filed Feb. 18, 1971. 





For Portfolios (Int. Cl. 18). 
First use Nov. 19, 1970. 


Le 


SN 390,339. Valentino Couture, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed 
Apr. 26, 1971. 





The trademark consists of the letter “V” on contrasting 
backgrounds. 

For Purses and Luggage (Int. Cl. 18). 

First use Oct. 13, 1970. 





Class 4 — Abrasives and Polishing Materials 


SN 386,948. 8S. C. Johnson & Son, Inc., Racine, Wis. Filed 


"REGARD 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 845,685 and 845,686. 
For Furniture Polish (Int. Cl. 3). 
First use on or about Jan. 26, 1971. 





Class 5 — Adhesives 


SN 393,322. Jet-Fix Products Ine., Buffalo, N.Y. Filed May 


to a JET-FIX 


For Adhesives (Int. Cl. 1). 
First use May 5, 1971. 


aE. wale ONG is SO 


eon ARS 





JANUARY 4, 1972 


Gass 6— Chemicals and Chemical Com- 
positions 


SN 368,610. Key Chemicals, Inc., Anacortes, Wash. Filed 


Aug. 20, 1970. PITCHOUT 


For Customized Formulations for Controlling Deposit of 
Pitch in Paper Mill Systems (Int. Cl. 1). 

First use Mar. 19, 1969. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 375,904. 





SN 375,518. Armour Pharmaceutical Company, Chicago, Ill. 


led Nov. 9, 1 5 P.A.LR. 


For Blood Diagnostic Reagent (Int. Cl. 1). 
First use on or prior to Aug. 6, 1970. 





Class 10 — Fertilizers 


SN 366,176. Jon-T Chemicals, Inc., Brownfield, Tex. Filed 
July 24, 1970. 





The letter portion of the mark consists of the representation 
of the letters “JT.” 

For Chemical Fertilizers (Int. Cl. 1). 

First use Apr. 1, 1970, 





SN 366,177. Jon-T Chemicals, Inc., Brownfield, Tex. Filed 


July 24, 1970. JON-T 


For Chemical Fertilizers (Int. Cl. 1). 
First use Apr. 1, 1970. 


TT 


SN 366,323. Continental Oil Company, Ponca City, Okla. 
Filed July 27, 1970. 


WIN-ITE 


For Water Insoluble Nitrogen Compounds Contained in a 
Chemical Fertilizer (Int. Cl. 1). 
First use September 1965. 





SN 380,470. Borden, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed Jan. 8, 


RICE BOOSTER 


Applicant disclaims the word “Rice” apart from the mark 
as shown reserving any common law rights. Owner of Reg. 
Nos. 774,731 and 800,882. 

For Fertilizer (Int. Cl. 1). 

First use Mar. 16, 1967. 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 
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SN 384,997. Ecology, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed Mar. 1, 
1971. 


ECOLOGY... 


Applicant disclaims the exclusive use of the abbreviation 
“Ine.” apart from the trademark as a whole. 

For Organic Fertilizer, Compost and Organic Mulch (Int. 
Cl. 1). 

First use Feb. 19, 1971. 





Class 12 — Construction Materials 


SN 361,203. The Wieland-Daveo Corporation, Kawkawlin, 
Mich. Filed May 28, 1970. 





For Metal Buildings and Parts Thereof for Commercial 
Purposes (Int. Cl. 6). 
First use May 15, 1967. 





SN 373,640. Ash Grove Cement Company, Kansas City, Mo. 


Filed Oct. 19, 1970. 
1-DAY 


For Portland Cement (Int. Cl. 19). 
First use on or about Mar. 30,1936. 





SN 875,650. Pilkington’s Tiles Limited, Lancaster, England. 
Filed Nov. 9, 1970. ‘ 


MEXICOLOUR 


Priority claimed under Sec. 44(d) on British Reg. No. 
965,557, dated Sept. 26, 1970. 
For Ceramic Tiles (Int. Cl. 19). 


A 


SN 377,018. Evans Products Company, Portland, Oreg. 
Filed Nov. 24, 1970. 


PORTRAIT 


For Prefinished Paneling (Int. Cl. 19). 
First use Oct. 2, 1970. 





SN 877,756. Halliburton Company, Duncan, Okla. Filed 


Dec. 8, 1970, 
PERMAFROST 


For Low Temperature Cement Which Is Used for Cement- 


ee Into Well Bores Having Low Temperature (Int. 
. 19). 


First use Feb. 24, 1969. 
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Class 13—Hardware and Plumbing and 
Steam-Fitting Supplies 


SN 300,739. Max Pasbrig, Leutkirch, Germany. Filed June 


18, 1968. xX 


Priority claimed under Sec. 44(d) on German application 
filed Dec. 18, 1967; Reg. No. 845,927, dated June 4, 1968. 

For Spring Tension Activated Clamps for Clamping Wires 
Thread, Rope, Cables, Bars, Fabric, or Combinations Thereof 
(Int. Cl. 6). 


rT 


SN 358,573. International Basic Economy Corporation, New 
York, N.Y. Filed May 1, 1970. 


SIGNALIZER 


For Control Valve (Int. Cl. 6). 
First use June 1, 1968. 


LN 


SN 362,933. Thetford Corporation (Delaware corporation), 
Ann Arbor, Mich., assignee of Thetford Corporation ( Michi- 
gan corporation), Ann Arbor, Mich. Filed June 17, 1970. 


AQUA FRESH 


For Water Faucet Attachment for Improving the Taste of 
Drinking Water (Int. Cl. 11). 

First use June 5, 1970. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 368,564. 





Class 16 — Protective and Decorative Coatings 


SN 309,941. Pratt & Lambert-Inc., Buffalo, N.Y. Filed Oct. 
18, 1968. 


SUPR ELKOTE 


Applicant disclaims the term “Kote” apart from the mark 
as shown. 

For Housepaint (Int. Cl. 2). 

First use Dec. 1, 1967. 


LL 


SN 355,814. Zummach Paint Corp., Milwaukee, Wis. Filed 
Apr. 2, 1970. 


‘fl 
f\ 





The drawing is lined for the colors red, yellow, and blue. 

For Paint and Paint Products—Namely, Interior Wall 
Paint; Exterior House Paint; Exterior Trim Paint ; Interior 
and Exterior Floor Paint; Interior and Exterior Primer ; 
Masonry Primer; Masonry Paint; Floor Sealer and Clear 
Sanding Sealer in the Nature of a Primer; Clear Finish in 
the Nature of a Varnish and Varnish ; Interior and Exterior 
Wood Stain; Interior, Exterior, Implement and General Pur- 
pose Enamel ;. Zone Marking Paint; Aluminum Paint; Anti- 
Rust Paint ; and Barn Paint (Int. Cl. 2). 

First use Feb. 6, 1970. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1972 


SN__373,811. Consolidated Foods Corporation, Old Green- 
wich, Conn. Filed Oct. 20, 1970. 


ELECTROLUX 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 195,691, 884,416, and others. 
For Aerosol Spray Paint (Int. Cl. 2). 
First use on or before Sept. 1, 1970, 





. 
~ 


SN 381,304. SCM Corporation, Cleveland, Ohio. Filed Jan. 


o BALTO-POLLY 


For Paints (Int. Cl. 2). 
First use Feb. 2, 1967. 


cI 


SN 381,948. Plextone Corporation of America, Newark, N.J. 
Filed Jan. 25, 1971. 


OMNI-PLEX 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 793,925 and 812,001. 

For Coating Composition for Producing Multiple Colored 
Film Coatings (Int. Cl. 2). 

First use Dec. 30, 1970. 





SN 385,242. Sidtex Company, Inc., Baldwin, N.Y. Filed Mar. 


ee LIQUALUME 


For Protective Coating in the Nature of Paint for Exterior 
Building Surfaces (Int. Cl. 2). 
First use on or about Dec. 15, 1970. 


ener 


Class 17 — Tobacco Products 


SN 381,717. Consolidated Cigar Corporation, New York, N.Y. 
Filed Jan. 22, 1971. 


ZENITH 


For Cigars (Int. Cl. 34). 
First use June 3, 1970. 


SN 381,718. Consolidated Cigar Corporation, New York, N.Y. 
Filed Jan. 22, 1971. 


BIG SUR 


For Cigars (Int. Cl. 34). 
First use June 3, 1970. 





SN 397,514. American Brands, Inc.. New York, N.Y. Filed 
July 16, 1971. 


PORT ROYAL 


For Cigarettes (Int. Cl. 34). 
First use July 8, 1971. 





SN 397,515. American Brands, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed 


aoc) on aan 


For Cigarettes (Int. Cl. 34). 
First use July 8, 1971. 





Aa ae OE 





ee 





JANUARY 4, 1972 


Class 18 — Medicines and Pharmaceutica 
Preparations 


. SN 346,964. Schafer Products Co., Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. 


assignee of Carol Schafer, d.b.a. Schafer Products, Los 
Angeles, Calif. Filed Dec. 22, 1969. 


Delia 
2000 


For Vaginal Douches (Int. Cl. 5). 
First use Oct. 15, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 342,423. 


inal 


SN 364,953. Ray A. Stam, d.b.a. Stam Quarter Horse Farms, 
Holland, Mich. Filed July 10, 19790. 





For Vitamin and Mineral Food Supplement, for Horses 
and Ponies (Int. Cl. 5). 

First use June 1, 1969. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 368,013. 





SN 879,170. The Upjohn Company, Kalamazoo, Mich. Filed 
Dee. 21, 1970. 


UTICILLIN VK 


The letters “VK” are disclaimed apart from the mark as 
shown. Owner of Reg. No. 431,829. 

For Antibiotic Preparation (Int. Cl. 5). 

First use Oct. 12, 1970. 





SN 382,054. 
27, 1971. 


Burr Corporation, New York, N.Y. Filed Jan. 


FENDON 


For Analgesics (Int. Cl. 5). 
First use Mar. 20, 1958. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 368,949. 





Class 19—Vehides 


SN 356,401. Holiday Rambler Corporation, Wakarusa, Ind. 
Filed Apr. 9, 1970. 


HOpDAY 
VAGCAITONER 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 812,024, 829,701, and 847,292. 
For Travel Trailers (Int. Cl. 12). 

First use on or prior to Dec. 21, 1966. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 376,964. 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 
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SN 371,224. General Motors Corporation, Detroit, Mich. 
Filed Sept. 21, 1970. 


REGAL 


For Automobiles (Int. Cl. 12). 
First use Sept. 14, 1970. 





SN 373,918. Lilliston Corporation, Albany, Ga. Filed Oct. 


~ ROLL-A-RACK 


For Livestock Feed Wagons (Int..C)}, 12). 
First use on or about Sept. 1, 1970. 





SN 376,067. Old Salt Marine Corporation, St. Petersburg, 
Fla. Filed Nov. 13, 1970. 


SALTY 


For Marine Vessels (Int. Cl. 12). 
First use on or about Mar. 15, 1970. 


SN 376,964. Shelton Industries, Inc., San Martin, Calif. 
Filed Nov. 23, 1970. 


ACATIONEER 


For Campers, Travel Trailers, and Motor Homes (Int. Cl. 
12). 

First use during November 1965. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 356,401. 





SN 378,618. Del-Met Corp., Walton, N.Y. Filed Dec. 14, 
1970. 


DEL - KROME 


For Wheel Covers, Wheel Trim, and Wheel Rings (Int. 
Cl. 12). 
First use Nov. 24, 1970. 


LTS sm 


Class 21— Electrical Apparatus, Machines, 
and Supplies 


SN 354,957. Javelin Electronics Co., Lox Angeles, Calif. 
Filed Mar. 24, 1970. 


Avalzi2 


For Electronic Goods—Namely, Television Cameras, Re- 
ceivers, Video and RF Monitors, and Video Tape Recorders 
(Int. Cl. 9). 

First use July 24, 1968. 

Subj. ta Intf. with SN 349,815. 











TM 74 
SN 361,737. Marantz Co., Inc., Sun Valley, Calif. Filed June 


~ QUADRADIAL 


For Components—Namely, Preamplifiers, Amplifiers, and 
Speakers, and Systems Composed of Two or More of the 
Foregoing (Int. Cl. 9). 

First use April 1966. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 358,097. 





SN 362,236. Plex Key Corporation, Waltham, Mass. Filed 


 - FLEX KEY 


For Keyboard Switches (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use Feb. 2, 1970. 





SN 370,370. Sescosem—Societe Europeene de Semi-Conduc- 
teurs et de Microelectronique, Paris, France. Filed Sept. 10, 


. EPI -Z 


Priority claimed under Sec. 44(d) on French Reg. No. 
788,454, dated Mar. 24, 1970. 

For Electronic Semiconductors, Diodes and Transistors, 
and Electronic Micro-Cireuits (Int. Cl. 9). 





SN 881,224, Hdueasting Systems, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed 


Jan. 18, 197 
EduFax 


For Facsimile Receiver That Delivers a Piece of Paper 
Which Contains Visual Information for an Audio Instruction 
Course (Int. Cl. 9). 

First use Nov. 5, 1970. 

Subj. to Intf. with 377,698. 


—— 


SN 383,799. Dow-Key Company, Broomfield, Colo. Filed Feb. 


. 


16, 1971. 





For Electrical Components—Namely, Coaxial Relays and 
Switches, Attenuators, Power Dividers and Matching Co- 
axial Pads and Jumper Connector Blocks (Int. Cl. 9). 

First use March 1950. 





Class 22 — Games, Toys, and Sporting Goods 


SN 323,315. Kenner Products Company, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Filed Apr. 1, 1969. 


SEE-A-SHOW 


For Toy Viewers for Viewing Photographic Transparencies 


(Int. Cl. 28). 
First use on or about June 10, 1964. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1972 


SN_ 369,144. Sport King Industries, Los Angeles, Calif. Filed 
Ang. 26, 1970. 





For Pool and Billiard Tables (Int. Cl. 28). 


First use June 28, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf, with SN 357,949. 


—_—— 


SN 374,415. Air Inflated Products, Inc., New Orleans, La. 
Filed Oct. 27, 1970. 


SPACE PILLOW 


Owner of Reg. No. 910,617. 

For Large Air Inflated Bouncing and Jumping Amusement 
Devices (Int. Cl. 28). 

First use at least as early as October 1967. 





Class 23 — Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, 
and Parts Thereof 


SN 363,030. Gorton Machine Corp., Racine, Wis. Filed June 


_..... CLEEREMAN 


For Machining Centers; Drilling Machines; Drilling and 
Tapping Machines (Int. Cl. 7). 
First use November 1939. 





SN 364,477. Parker Engineered Chemicals Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 
Filed July 6, 1970. 


PAR-PORTIONAL 


For Water Treatment Equipment Comprising Pumps, Con- 
duits and Electrical Controls for Injecting Chemicals Into 
the Recirculating Water and Periodically Bleeding the Re- 
circulating Water of Air Conditioning Systems (Int. Cl. 11). 

First use on or about Mar. 16, 1970. 


P} 
aid 5 
SN 366,717. Newcastle Company, Inc., New Castle, Pa. Filed 
July 30, 1970. 


PAL-A-GRIP 


For Apparatus Lifting Heads for Palletizing and Depallet- 
izing Units (Int. Cl. 7). 
First use Jan. 7, 1970. 





SN 375,210. Ileo Corporation, Fitchburg, Mass. Filed Nov. 
4, 1970. e 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 159,382, 796,713, and others. 
For Key Cutting Machines (Int. Cl. 7). 
First use during 1939. 








JANUARY 4, 1972 U. S. PATENT OFFICE T™ 75 


SN 375,509. The American Gage & Mfg. Company, Wauseon, SN 380,911. McGraw-Edison Company, Elgin, Il!. Filed Jan. 
Ohio. Filed Nov. 9, 1970. 13, 1971. 


SAMSON-MITE FOR THE. LOVE OF 
For Ratchet Hoist Puller (Int. Cl. 7). OUTDOOR LIVING 


First use Sept. 29, 1970. 
P For Electric, Propane, and Gasoline Engine Thermal Fog- 


—— gers ; Thermal Fogger Attachments for Gasoline Engine ; Elec- 
trie and Hand Hedge Shears, Electric Lawn Edger, Electric 
Grass Trimmer, Electric Cultivater, Electric Tree Pruning 
Saw, Pole Pruner, Hand Pruner, Hand Garden Tools, Rotary 
Lawn Mower Blade, Gasoline Engine Post Hole Digger and 
Auger (Int. Cls. 7 and 8). 


SN 384,010. Car Wash Marketing, Inc., d.b.a. Rider Car 


For Sewing Machines (Int. Cl. 7). Wash Systems, San Antonio, Tex. Filed Feb. 17, 1971 
First use on or about Oct. 14, 1970. 7 , , ee _ F 


SN 375,636. The New Home Sewing Machine Company, Santa 
Monica, Calif. Filed Nov. 9, 1970. 








SN 375,964. Winslow Pacific, Incorporated, Carlsbad, Calif. 
Filed Nov. 12, 1970. 


CENTRA-FLO 





For Seed Planting Machines (Int. Cl. 7). No claim is made to the representation of the car washing 
First use May 25, 1970. unit apart from the mark as shown, without waiving any 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 384,691. common law rights therein. 


For Automatic Car Washing Units (Int. Cl. 7). 
First use July 15, 1970. 





SN 377,005. Gerber. Garment Technology, Inc., East Hart- 
ford, Conn. Filed Nov. 24, 1970. 


a ee 


Class 26—Measuring and Scientific 


GERBERcuTTER Appliances 


SN 326,930. Universal Time, Ine., Milwaukee, Wis. Filed 
For Equipment for Automatically Cutting, Drilling and/or May 9, 1969. 


Notching Fabrics and Similar Sheet Materials—Namely, 

Mechanized Cutting Tables ; Tool Carriages ; Cutting, Drilling UNIVERSAL 

and Notching Tools; and Numerically Controlled Controllers 

(Int. Cl. 7). For Master Timers Employed in an Overall Timing System 
First use June 1970. To Control Other Units (Int. Cl..9). 


First use Sept. 22, 1965. 








SN 378,435. R. Hoe & Co., Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed Dec. 
11, 1970. SN 341,232. Uster Corporation, Charlotte, N.C. Filed Oct. 


H 20, 1969. ACC 


For Insertable Tooth Saw Bits (Int. Cl. 7). 

First use July 1, 1920. For Electronic and Electro Mechanical Quality Control 
Equipment—Namely, Equipment for Electronically Analyzing 
and Providing an Indication of the Strength of Various Chemi- 


SN 379,083. Moslo Machinery Company, Cleveland, Ohio, ¢#! Solutions (Int. Cl. 9). 
Filed Dec. 18, 1970. First use in or before June 1969. 





cr 


SN 348,761. Colorado Instruments, Inc., Broomfield, Colo. 
Filed Jan. 16, 1970. 


For Power-Operated Double Acting Clamps for Use in Re- 
ciprocating Screw Injection Molding Machines (Int. Cl. 7). 
First use Dec. 11, 1968. 


nel 





SN 380,486. Industrial Flow Control, Inc., East Orange, 


N.J. Filed Jan. 8, 1972. Owner of Reg. No. 792,214. 


Yor Electronic Data Entry Apparatus Useful for Computer 
BLEND-RITE or Other Processing, Including Data Entry Stations, Badge 
Reading Stations, Central Controllers and Multiplexer/Proc- 


For Electric Commercial Blending Machinery (Int. Cl. 7). essors and the Like (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use Oct. 1, 1970. First use June 1, 1963. 
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SN 355,525. Institut Francais du Petrole des Carburants et 
Lubrifiants, Malmaison (Hauts-de-Seine), France. Filed 
Mar. 31, 1970. 


FLEXICHOC 


Owner of French Reg. No. 757,929, dated Dec. 5, 1968. 
For Underwater Seismic Source Consisting Mainly of Two 
Cireular Plates Fastened to a Short Rubber Sleeve and a Me- 


chanical System Allowing the Two Plates To Separate Thus, 


Creating a Cavity and Allowing the Sudden Release of the 
Two Plates Which, Under the Water Pressure, Are Impelled 
One Against the Other To Produce an Implosion (Int. Cl. 9). 





SN 360,507. Kontes Glass.Company, Vineland, N.J. Filed 
May 21, 1970. 


ATRLESS-WARE 


For Laboratory Glassware in Kit Form Comprising a Three- 
Way Adapter, Funnel Adapter and Assorted Flasks and As- 
sorted Storage Tubes (Int. Cl. 9). 

First use Feb. 1, 1970. 


rR 


SN 371,442. Air Monitor Corporation, Santa Rosa, Calif. 
Filed Sept. 23, 1970. 


BAL-CONE 


For Air Flow Measuring Cones (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use April 1970. 





SN 373,522. Canon Kabushiki Kaisha, Ohta-ku, Tokyo, Japan. 
Filed Oct. 16, 1970. 


CANOLA 


For Electrically Operated Computers, Calculators, and Parts 


Thereof (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use January 1964; in commerce June 1970. 





SN 380,118. Nippon Kinsen Kikai Kabushiki Kaisha (Japan 
Cash Machine Company Ltd.), Minamiku, Osaka, Japan. 


led Jan. 4, 1971. GOLD 


For Cash Register (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use December 1969; in commerce December 1969. 


er 


Rapidesign, Inc., Burbank, Calif. Filed Mar. 11, 


7Emalez_ 


For Pressure Sensitive Ink Riser Pads To Be Affixed to 
Drawing Templates (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use Jan. 29, 1971. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 388,543. 


LT 


Class 29 — Brooms, Brushes, and Dusters 


SN 369,266. The Schlegel Manufacturing Company, Roch- 
ester, N.Y. Filed Aug. 27, 1970. 


ROUND-UP 


For Unimpregnated Polishing Buffs (Int. Cl. 21). 
First use at least as early as January 1967. 


SN 386,053. 
1971. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


Class 30 —Crockery, Earthenware, and . 
Porcelain 


JANUARY 4, 1972 


SN 334,747. Sachsische Porzellan-Manufaktur zu Potschappel 
von Carl Thieme KG., Freital, Germany. Filed Aug. 7, 


x 
Dresden 


The design portion of the mark consists of a fanciful rep- 
resentation of the letters “SP.” The term “Dresden” is dis- 
claimed apart from the mark. 

For China Dinnerware and China Tableware (Int. Cl. 21). 

First use Feb. 18, 1901; in commerce Feb. 18, 1901. 





SN 380,489. Bill Y. James, Miami, Okla. Filed Jan. 8, 1971. 


GRANDMOTHER’S 


For Decorative Plates of China or Earthenware (Int. Cl. 
21). 
First use Dec. 22, 1970, 





Class 31— Filters and Refrigerators 


SN 348,624. Anthony Industries, Inc., South Gate, Calif. 


Filed Jan. 15, 1970. 


APOLLO 


For Swimming Pool Filters (Int. Cl. 11). 
First use October 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 346,479. 





Class 32 — Furniture and Upholstery 


SN 372,484. Flexsteel Industries, 
Towa. Filed Oct. 5, 1970. 


SPACE WALKER 


For Rocking Recliners (Int. Cl. 20). 
First use June 12, 1970. 


Incorporated, Dubuque, 





SN 379,584. BJR Laboratories, Inc., Shawnee Mission, Kans. 
Filed Dec. 28, 1970. ‘ 


For Vial Racks (Int. Cl. 20). 
First use Nov. 23, 1970. 


Oe ee ee 
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i a. png Enterprises, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. Cl 35—B Iti . ot 4 M hi ry Pack- 


ing, and Nonmetallic Tires 
CARRIAGE TRADE 


SN 369,065. The Armstrong Rubber Company, New Haven, 
For Mattresses and Box Springs (Int. Cl. 20). 


Conn. Filed Aug. 26, 1970. 
First use on or about Nov. 11, 1970. ULTRA STEEL 


No registration rights are claimed for the word “Steel” 
SN 390,874. Hon Industries Inc., Muscatine, Iowa. Filed apart from the mark as shown, but the applicant waives none 


May 8, 1971. of its common law rights therein. 
: For Pneumatic Tires (Int. Cl. 12). 
HONTEX First use on July 24, 1970. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 374,674. 
For Outer Surface Laminae Sold as a part of Furniture a 
(Int. Cl. 20). 
First use on or about Apr. 14, 1971. SN 374,674. The Hercules Tire and Rubber Company, Find- 


lay, Ohio. Filed Oct. 29, 1970. 


rn 


SN 394,015. U.S. Plywood-Champion Papers Inc., New York, ULTRASTEEL 


W.¥. Pies Jane vt, Bae: For Pneumatic Tires and Tubes (Int. Cl. 12). 


First use July 28, 1970. 


TOUR DE FRANCE Subj. to Intf. with SN 369,065. 


SS 


For Living Room, Dining Room, Bedroom, and Occasional 
Furniture—Namely, Desks, Cabinets, Cocktail Tables, Lamp Class 36 - Musical Instruments and Supplies 
Tables, and End Tables (Int. Cl. 20). 


Steet eaeen op abeus Say St) o> SN 340,844. TDK Electronics Co., Ltd. (Tokyo Denki Kaga- 


eatin ku Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha), Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, Japan. 
Filed Oct. 15, 1969. 
Class 34 — Heating, Lighting, and Ventilating 
Apparatus 


SN 323,117. The Mosler Safe Company, Hamilton, Ohio. 
Filed Mar. 28, 1969. 


AIR-GUARD The term “Super-Dynamic Tape” is disclaimed apart from 


the mark as shown. 
For Cassette Magnetic Recording Tape for Audio Tape Re- 


For High Security Ventilation Port for Installation in corders (Int. Cl. 9). 


Vestine Gat. Gi. 28). First use Nov. 20, 1968; im commerce Apr. 10, 19 
First use on or about Sept. 9, 1968. a eee PB, » 1968; - je Age. » 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 343,329 and SN 352,136. ——gae 





SN 340,845. TDK Electronies €o., Ltd. (Tokyo Denki Ka- 


gaku Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha), Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, Japan. 
SN 343,329. Reilly-Benton Company, Inc., New Orleans, La. Filed an 15, 1969. , . , a 


Filed Nov. 12, 1969. 


cr 
BL AIRGUARD - 


For Air Filters (Int. Cl. 11). 
First use Jan. 3, 1969. For Cassette Magnetic Recording Tape for Audio Tape 


i SN 323,117 and SN 352,136. Recorder (Int. Cl. 9). 
Gung. 2 Snel. oo First use Nov. 20, 1968; in commerce Apr. 10, 1969. 





SN 352,136. Horace A. Hunt, d4.b.a. Airgard Manufacturing 
Co., Chicago, Ill. Filed Feb. 24, 1970. SN 358,097. Sony Corporation, Shinagawa-ku, Tokyo, Japan. 
oy gaia ‘ Filed Apr. 27, 1979. 


AIRGARD QUADRADIAL 


For Stereo and Hi-Fi Equipment—Namely, Tape Recorders, 
For Fan and Filter Type of Ventilating Apparatus, Which Pre-Amplifiers, Power-Amplifiers, Record Players, Speakers 
Is Particularly Intended for Supplying Air and Filtering the and Recorded Tapes, Sold as a System for Music Reproduction 
Air Supplied to the Room (int. Cl, 11). and Home Entertainment (Int. Cl. 9). 
" ‘First use Nov. 26, 1930. First use Apr. 15, 1966; in commerce Apr. 15, 1966. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 323,117 and 343,329. Subj. to Intf. with SN 361,737. 
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SN 367,686. . Stoy, Inc., New York, N.Y, Filed Aug. 11, 1970. 





For Phonograph Records (Int. Cl. 9). 
First use Aug. 15, 1969. 





Class 37— Paper and Stationery 


SN 361,820. Chemolene Industries, Inc., Bordentown, N.J. 
Filed June 5, 1970. 





The name “Carlton Royce” is fictitious. Without prejudice 
to its rights now existing or hereafter arising and for the 
purpose of this registration only, applicant makes no claim 
to the notations “Division of” and “Inc.” apart from the 
mark as shown. 

For Writing Instruments—Namely, Marking Pens, Felt and 
Fine-Tipped Markers, Automatic Pen and Pencil Sets, Pens, 
and Automatic Pencils (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use May 26, 1979. 





SN 372,727. Kent H. Landsberg Company, Inc., Los Angeles, 
Calif. Filed Oct. 7, 1970. 


The mark is a fanciful representation of the letters “WF.” 

For Plastic Film Packaging—Namely, Plastic Film Used 
for Shrink or Blister Packaging (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use May 1, 19790. 


——— 


SN 374,822. Gibson Greeting Cards, Inc., Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Filed Oct. 30, 1970. 


WRITING DELIGHTS 


The word “Writing” is disclaimed apart from the mark as 
shown. 

For Note Paper in Pad Form (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use Oct. 14, 1970. 





SN 375,253. Venus Esterbrook Corporation, New York, N.Y. 


Filed Nov. 4, 1970. 
VELCO 


For Binders—Namely, All-Purpose Covers for Catalogs, 
Manuals, Presentations, and Related Items (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use July 31, 1970. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 





JANUARY 4, 1972 


SN 382,162. National Biank Book Company, Inc., Holyoke, 
Mass. Filed Jan. 27, 1971. 


LOCK-0-MATIC 


For Clipboards With Loose Leaf Ring Wire Mechanism for 
Holding Sheets (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use Apr. 1, 1966. 


—_—_—_———_- 


SN 882,387. Hudson Pulp & Paper Corp., New York, N.Y. 
Filed Jan. 29, 1971. 


TOGETHER BY HUDSON 


Owner of Reg. Nos. 602,386, 881,486, and others. 

For Disposable Paper Tissues and Toilet Tissues (Int. 
Cl. 16). 

First use August 1970. 





SN 382,982. Scott Paper Company, Delaware County, Pa. 
Filed Feb. 4, 1971. 


CLOTH-PLUS 


For Disposable Towels (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use Jan. 7, 1971. 





Class 38 — Prints and Publications 


SN 350,605. The Peterson System, Inc., d.b.a. Peterson 
Handwriting, Greensburg, Pa. Filed Feb. 5, 1970. 


WRITING RIGHT 


For Printed Instructional Materials for Teaching Handwrit- 
ing to Students in the Primary Grades Consisting of Envelopes 
Containing a Series of Cards Illustrating the Direction of Move- 
ment That Is To Be Followed in Forming Letters (Int. Cl. 
16). 

First use June 1969. 


SN 359,736. National Potteries Corporation, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Filed May 14, 1970. 





The drawing is lined for the color blue. 

For Catalogs, Published From Time to Time, Pertaining to 
Decorative Giftwares, and Housewares, Made of Ceramic, 
Brass, Copper, Glass, Wood and Plastic (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use on or about Apr. 1, 1970. 


rr 


SN 360,250. Parents’ Magazine Enterprises, Inc., New York, 
N.Y. Filed May 19, 1970. 


HOME LIBRARY 
ENCYCLOPEDIA 


Applicant makes no claim to the word “Encyclopedia” apart 
from the mark as shown. Owner of Reg. No. 667,125. 

For Series of Books (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use Mar. 25, 1970. 


3 
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SN 360,456. Dietronics Research International, S.A., Les- 
sines, Belgium. Filed May 21, 1970. 


Owner of Belgian Reg. No. 2,998, dated Mar. 12, 1970. 
For Printed Matter—Namely, Newspaper and Periodical 
Publications and Books for Medical Information (Int. Cl. 16). 


SN 364,179. Vera M. Gierman, Phoenix, Ariz. Filed July 2, 


1970. 


For Printed Return Address Sticker Labels for Envelopes 


(Int. Cl. 16). 
First use on or about Sept. 10, 1969. 





SN 366,633. The American Finance Association, New York, 
N.Y. Filed July 30, 1970. 


THE JOURNAL OF FINANCE 


For Financial Periodical Publication in the Form of a 
Magazine Published Five Times a Year (Int. Cl, 16). 
First use August 1946. 





SN 374,983. Electro-Coatings, Inc., Moraga, Calif. Filed Nov. 


2, 1970. 


For Printed Materials—Namely, Books and Pamphlets (Int. 


Cl. 16). 
First use at least as early as December 1969. 





SN 376,660. Illustrated World Encyclopedia, Inc., Glen Cove, 
N.Y., assignee of American R.D.M. Corporation, New York, 
N.Y. Filed Nov. 20, 1970. 


STUDY*MASTER 


For Printed Educational Study Guide Books (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use July 16, 1960. 


U. S. PATENT OFFICE 
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SN 378,370. Koninklijke Nederlandse Chemische Vereniging, 
The Hague, Netherlands. Filed Dec. 10, 1970. 





Owner of Dutch Reg. No. 175,405, dated Jan. 30, 1970. 
For Periodicals (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use Jan. 30, 1970; in commerce July 10, 1970. 





SN 378,613. Computer Identics Corporation, 
Mass. Filed Dec. 14, 1970. 


IDENTIC 


For Machine Readable Labels (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use December 1968. 


Westwood, 





SN 378,651. International Motivation Systems, Inc., Denver, 
Colo. Filed Dec. 14, 1970. 


SECRETS OF GREAT 
ACHIEVERS 


For Training Programs Consisting of Looseleaf Portfolios 
and Notebooks Containing Printed Lessons and Related Printed 
Material, and Sound Recordings (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use Oct. 30, 1970. 





SN 379,091. Pacific Gas and Electric Company, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. Filed Dec. 18, 1970. 


PG AND E LIFE 


For Publication Printed From Time to Time (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use Oct. 1, 1958. 





SN 379,092. Pacific Gas and Electric Company, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. Filed Dec. 18, 1970. 


PG AND E WEEK 


For Publication Printed From Time to Time (Int. Cl. 16). 
First use May 1, 1970. 





SN 879,361. Nite Lite Corporation, Winter Haven, Fla. Filed 


oo” NYTE-LITE 


For Pressure Sensitive Labels Bearing Luminous Emergency 
Telephone Numbers for Attachment to Telephone Receivers 
(Int. Cl. 16). 

First use on or about Nov. 24, 1964. 





SN 379,932. Hasbro Industries, Inc., Pawtucket, R.I. Filed 
Dec. 31, 1970. 


THLE 2 TE AC UNSSTRARL TARE 


The drawing is shaded for red, although color forms no 
part of the mark. Owner of Reg. No. 798,814. 

For Comic Magazines (Int. Cl. 16). 

First use March 1969. 
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SN 380,565. Electronics Digest Periodicals, Inc., Fort Worth, 
Tex. Filed Jan. 11, 1971. Class 39 — Clothing 


SN 365,689. Dorson-Fleisher, Inc., Manchester, N.H. Filed 


E July 20, 1970. 
LECTRONICS DIGEST MAGICO 


For Magazine (Int. Cl. 16). 
For Ladies’ Shoes (Int. Cl. 25). 
First use at least as early as November 1969. First use Apr. 30, 1965. 


—_—_———E——————— 
inl 


a Mow ed henge gee N.V., Rotterdam eines SN 386,199. Esskay Manufacturing Company, Inc., San An- 
’ ahs 4. 7 tonio, Tex. Filed Mar. 12, 1971. 


COMPUTER BOOK QUARTERBACK 


Applicant, without waiving any of its common law rights, COACHED by ESSKAY 


disclaims the word “Book” apart from the mark as a whole. 
For Books—Namely, a Series of Books Published at Irregu- For Young Men's and Boys’ Suits, Sport Coats, Jackets, and 
lar Intervals Utilizing a Magnetic Pointer To Find the An- Slacks (Int. Cl. 25). 
swers to Problems Posed Therein (Int. Cl. 16). First use Feb. 23, 1971. 
First use about July 1968; in commerce Sept. 25, 1968. 








SN 382,159. McGraw-Hill, Inc., New York, N.Y. Filed Jan. Class 44 — Dental, Medical, and Surgical 


27, 1971. KEYS Appli 


SN 370,298. All Orthopedic Appliances Inc., Miami, Fila. 


For Newsletter in the Field of Industrial Marketing (Int. 
Filed Sept. 10, 1970. 


Cl. 16). 
First use May 26, 1958. 


ee 


SN 387,114. “Marquis Who’s Who, Inc., Chicago, Ill. Filed 
Mar. 23, 1971. 


WHO’S WHO IN THE 
WORLD For Orthopedic Appliances (Int. Cl. 10). 


First use Nov. 1, 1968. 


For Publications in the Nature of a Directory Published ce 
From Time to Time (Int. Cl. 16). SN 380,192. Corometrics Medi 
; « ’ ” , . cal Systems, Inc., North Haven, 
First use Dec. 28, 1970 ; 1899, as to the words “Who's Who. Conn. Filed Jan. 5, 1971. 





SONUSCOPE 
MANAGING THE HUMAN = Pix'sceetvatiur 2 soo 
CLIMATE bs a 


SN 393,794. Tokyo Shibaura Electric Co., Ltd., Kawasakishi, 
For Periodical Bulletin on Public Relations and Public Af- Japan. Filed June 2, 1971. 


fairs (Int. Cl. 16). 


First use in or about June 1970. SONOSCOPE 


= For Electronic Medical Instrumen A Int. 
SN 392,457. American Express Company, New York, N.Y. 10). ‘onic uments and Apparatus (Int 


SN 391,492. Philip Lesly, Chicago, Ill. Filed May 10, 1971. 








Filed May 19, 1971. First use April 1966; in commerce Feb. 13, 1970. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 380,192. 
TRAVEL & LEISURE 
ed Periodicall. Int. Cl. 16). 
tee Class 45—Soft Drinks and Carbonated 
bali Waters 
SN 394,448. The Hearst Corporation, New York, N.Y. Filed 
June 10, 1971. SN 341,165. Kramer Beverage Company, Inc., Philadelphia, 


ADVANCE RETAIL NEWS —s__saFz 


Applicant disclaims the words ‘Retail News” apart from For Semi-Frozen Slush Type Soft Drinks Dispensed Through 
the mark as shown. a Machine for Immediate Consumption (Int. Cl. 32). 

For Newspaper or Newsletter (Int. Cl. 16). First use Dec. 21, 1968. 

First use in or about January 1970. Subj. to Intf. with SN 377,223. 


LARRY OR 
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SN 346,021. Vita-Pakt Citrus Products Co., Covina, Calif. 
Filed Dec. 12, 1969. 


ORANGE PRO 


The word “Orange” is disclaimed apart from the mark as 


shown. 
For Canned Orange Juice Containing Water (Int. Cl. 32). 
First use Oct. 7, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 343,966. 





SN 346,022. Vita-Pakt Citrus Products Co., Covina, Calif. 
Filed Dec. 12, 1969. 


GRAPEFRUIT PRO 


The word “Grapefruit” is disclaimed apart from the mark 
as shown. 

For Canned Grapefruit Juice Containing Water (Int. Cl. 
32). 

First use Oct. 7, 1969. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 343,966. 





SN 377,223. James R. Farrell, d.b.a. Johnny Aladdin Inter- 
national, San Francisco, Calif. Filed Nov. 27, 1970. 


LOVE FUZZ 


For Noncarbonated, Nonalcohelic Cocktail Mix (Int. Cl. 32). 
First use Feb. 20, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 341,165. 





Class 46 — Foods and Ingredients of Foods 


SN 335,438. Vita Food Products, Ine, New York, N.Y., by 
merger and change of name from Dolly Madison Industries, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. Filed Aug. 15, 1969. 





The drawing is lined for the colors red and yellow. 

For Frozen Fish Products—Namely, Breaded Shrimp and 
Fish Sticks (Int. Cl. 29). 

First use at least as early as 1955. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 331,648, SN 333,438, and SN 338,683. 





7 SN 343,966. Leo N. Frommes, d.b.a. Merlon Laboratories, 
; Minneapolis, Minn. Filed Nov. 19, 1969. 


) ORANGE 
| SPRUE 


The exclusive use of the word “Orange” is disclaimed apart 
from the mark. 
q For Frozen Orange Juice Preparation Used To Make an 
: Orange Food Drink (Int. Cl. 32). 
| First use Oct. 22, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 346,022. 


h 
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SN 359,713. El Cholo, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. Filed May 
14, 1970. Applicant claims use for the area comprising all 
of the United States except the State of Nevada with re- 
spect to restaurant services. 


EL CHOLO 


For Food Products—Namely, Mexican-Type Frozen Food 
Dinners Containing as the Principal Components Cheese, 
Beans, and Rice (Int. Cl. 30). 

First use 1955. 

Subj. to Con. Use Proc. with El Cholo Mexican Cafe. 





SN 359,714. El Cholo, Inc., Log Angeles, Calif. Filed May 
14, 1970. Applicant claims nse for the area comprising all 
of the United States except the State of Nevada with re- 
spect to restaurant services. 


Ex Cuoto 


For Food Products—Namely, Mexican-Type Frozen Food 
Dinners Containing as the Principal Components Cheese. 
Beans, and Rice (Int. Cl. 30). 

First use 1955. 

Subj. to Con. Use Proc. with El Cholo Mexican Cafe. 


i cocneeemnemnenmetl 


SN 365,416. Campbell Taggart. Associated Bakeries, Inc., 
Dallas, Tex. Filed July 16, 1970. 


For Bread (Int. Cl. 30). 
First use June 29, 1970. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 379,815. 





SN 368,013. H. K. Webster (Company, Inc., Lawrence, Mass. 
Filed Aug. 13, 1970. 


STAMPEDE 


For Horse Feed (Int. Cl. 31). 
First use Aug. 21, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 364,953. 





SN 373,218. Alper, Inc., Miami, Fla. Filed Oct. 13, 1970. 


GUARINA 


For Cheese (Int. Cl. 29). 
First use July 1, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 374,092. 





SN 374,092. N. Polanco, Ine, Miami, Fila. Filed Oct. 22, 
1970. 


GUARINA 


“Guarina” was the name of an Indian girl in Cuban history. 
For Cheese (Int. Cl. 29). 

First use on or about Sept. 29, 1964. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 373,218. 
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SN 879,815. Myron H. Peck, d.b.a. New World Multi-Grain SN 353,287. Cosmia Laboratoires d'Etudes Scientifiques, Inc., 
Bread Mix, Ventura, Calif. Filed Dec. 30, 1970. New York, N.Y. Filed Mar. 6, 1970. 


Applicant disclaims the word “Gel” apart from the mark as 


For Bread Mix (Int. Cl. 30). shown. 
First use Oct. 11, 1968. For Foaming Bath Oil in Gel Form, for Use in the Bath and 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 365,416. in the Shower (Int. Cl. 3). 
First use on or about Mar. 21, 1969. , 
a Subj. to Intf. with SN 336,395. 
SN 383,028. Carbonell y Cia. de Cordoba, 8.A., Cordoba, nite, 


Spain. Filed Feb. 5, 1971. 
SN 356,466. The J. B. Williams Company, Inc., New York, 


CARMA N.Y. Filed Apr. 10, 1970. 
For Edible Olive Oil (Int. Cl. 29). ICE BLUE 


First use 1923 ; in commerce 1923. For After Shave Lotion (Int. Cl. 3). 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 366,031. First use Jan. 1, 1960. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 395,376. 





Class 50 — Merchandise Not Otherwise sw 395,376. Helene Curtis Industries, Inc., Chicago, Ul. 
i Filed June 21, 1971. 


SN 398,146. Inter-American Orange-Crush Company, Evans- 
ton, Ill. Filed July 23, 1971. For Creme Developer for Use in Hair Dyeing, Tinting, and 


Toning (Int. Cl. 3). 
First use July 27, 1965. 
GINI Subj. to Intf. with SN 356,466. 





For Bottle Crowns and Caps (Int. Cl. 6). 


First use June 28, 1971. Class 52 — Detergents and Soaps 


SN 375,904. Pennwalt Corporation, Philadelphia, Pa. Filed 


Class 51 — Cosmetics and Toilet Preparations Nov. 12, 1970. 
PITCH-OUT 


SN 829,132. Fred Schneider, Bowie, Md. Filed June 4, 1969. 
For Industrial Cleaner for Use on Iron and Steel (Int. 


OCEAN LOTION perro use July 1970. 


Subj. to Intf. with SN 368,610. 





Applicant disclaims the word “Lotion” apart from the mark 





as shown. 
For Suntan Lotion (Int. Cl. 3). SN 378,965. Imperial Drycleaners, Inc., Sharon, Pa. Filed 
First use May 21, 1969. Dee. 17, 1970 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 330,147. ‘pom ; SUEDE-GLO 


SN 330,147. Joseph G. Kraetzer and Sally M. Kraetzer, For Cleaning Preparations for Use on Suede and Leather 


Chilmark, Mass. Filed June 16, 1969. (Int. Cl. 3). 
First use Aug. 28, 1970. 


OCEAN LOTION FOR Subj. to Intf. with SN 376,470. 
SANDY HANDS 


Applicant disclaims the words “Lotion for Sandy Hands” 





SN 390,603. Economics Laboratory, Inc., St. Paul, Minn. 
Filed Apr. 29, 1971. 


apart from the mark as shown. 
For Hand Lotion (Int. Cl. 3). EXCEED 
First use May 16, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 329,132. For Machine Dishwashing Detergent (Int. Cl. 3). 
First use Feb. 1, 1971. 
Sere Subj. to Intf. with SN 396,400. 


SN 336,395. Elizabeth Arden Sales Corporation, d.b.a. Eliza- 
beth Arden, New York, N.Y. Filed Aug. 27, 1969. 


senna 


SN 396,400. Purex Corporation, Ltd., Lakewood, Calif. 
Filed July 2, 1971. 


SEA GELEE EXCEED 


Applicant disclaims exclusive rights in the word “Gelee” For Dishwashing Compound for Institutional Power Dish- 


apart from the mark as shown. washers, Also Recommended for Use as a Floor Cleaner (Int. 
For Bath and Cosmetic Soothing Cream (Int. Cl. 3). Cl. 3). 
First use July 28, 1969. First use Oct. 23, 1964. 


Subj. to Intf. with 353,287. Rubi. to Intf. with SN 300,603. 





SERVICE MARKS 


Class 100 — Miscellaneous 


SN 331,648. William G. Raffetto, Ellwood City, Pa. Filed 
July 2, 1969. 


CAPTAIN HOOK’S 


For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use about Jan. 1, 1940. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 335,438 and SN 338,683. 





SN 333,438. William G. Raffetto, Eliwood City, Pa. Filed 
July 24, 1969. 





For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use May 15, 1969. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 335,438 and SN 338,683. 





SN 343,395. George B. Edmunds, Mountain City, Ga. Filed 
Nov. 13, 1969. 





“Famous Sauce” and “Lip Smacking Good” are disclaimed 
apart from the mark as shown. 

For Carry-Out Restaurant Service (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use on or about Nov. 7, 1964. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 363,768. 





SN 354,150. El Cholo, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. Filed Mar. 
16, 1970. Applicant claims use for the area comprising all 
of the United States, except Nevada. 


EL CHOLO 


For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use 1927. 
Subj. to Con. Use Proc. with El Cholo Mexican Cafe. 





SN 354,151. El Cholo, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. Filed Mar. 
16, 1970. Applicant claims use for the area comprising all 
of the United States, except Nevada. 


For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use 1927. 
Subj. to Con. Use Proc. with El Cholo Mexican Cafe. 


SN 363,768. Richard Packing Co., d.b.a. Richard Packing 
Company, St. Paul, Minn. Filed June 26, 1970. 


CIRCUS WAGON 


For Restaurant and Restaurant Carry-Out Services (Int. 
Cl. 42). 

First use at least as early as August 1969. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 343,395. 





SN 364,507. Timber Trails, Inc., Vancouver, Wash. Filed 
July 6, 1970. 


THE CAMPER’S COUNTRY 
CLUB 


Applicant disclaims the term “Camper’s” apart from the 
mark as shown, and without prejudice to the applicant's rights 
therein which may have been established or which might be 
established in the future. 

For Providing Camping Facilities (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use August 1969. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 354,806. 





SN 365,894. Dew Corporation, Tulsa, Okla. Filed July 22, 
1970. 


SHOTGUN SAM’S PIZZA 
PALACE 


Applicant hereby expressly disclaims exclusive right to use 
of the words “Pizza Palace,” aside and apart from the mark 
as shown, reserving, however, unto itself any and all com- 
mon law rights it may have. 

For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use Aug. 4, 1967. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 318,033, SN 329,956, SN 344,688, 
SN 344,832, SN 350,345, SN 350,726, SN 366,512, and SN 
376,189. 





SN 366,512. Samuel J. Perrella, Sr., d-b.a. Sammy's Pizza 
Palaces, Hibbing, Minn. Filed July 29, 1970. 


SAMMY’S PIZZA PALACES 


Applicant disclaims “Pizza Palaces” apart from the mark 
as shown. 

For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use Oct. 2, 1954. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 318,033, SN 329,956, SN 344,688, 
SN 344,832, SN 350,345, SN 350,726, SN 365,894, and SN 
376,189. 





SN 370,738. Information Company of America, Philadelphia, 
Pa: Filed Sept. 15, 1970. 


ARCHITEXT 4 


For Writing Architects’ Specifications by Computer From 
Architects’ Detailed Text (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use Oct. 30, 1969. 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 357,057. 


™ 83 
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SN 376,189. Denny’s Restaurants, Inc., La Mirada, Calif. SN 362,103. Young America Industries, Inc., New York, 
Filed Nov. 16, 1970. Filed June 8, 1970. 


YOUNG AMERICA 
COSMETICS ~— 


Applicant disclaims the word ‘‘Cosmetics” apart from the 
service mark as shown. 

For Mail Order Services in the Field of Cosmetic Items. 

First use June 17, 1969. * “ 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 362,103. 





SN 365,164. Second Look, Inc., King of Prussia, Pa. Filed 
July 13, 1970. 





Owner of Reg. Nos. 318,033, 350,726, and others. 

For Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use on or about Feb. 19, 1970; on or about Jan. 17, 
1955, as to “Sam's.” 

Subj. to Intf. with SN 329,956, SN 350,345, SN 365,894, 
and SN 366,512. 





SN 877,755. Frederick E. Hagenbuch, d.b.a. Chicken Jubilee 
Carry Out Foods, La Vale, Md. Filed Dee. 3, 1970. 


CHICKEN JUBILEE 


Applicant disclaims the word “Chicken” apart from the 
mark as shown. 
For Drive-In, Carry-out, Delivery Restaurant Services and 





For Retail Women’s Clothing Store Services (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use Apr. 1, 1968. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 374,223. 


Restaurant Services (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use Sept. 1, 1968. 
Subj. to Intf. with SN 344,602. SN 369,852. Virginia F. King and Nancy L. Wilson (joint 
venture), d.b.a. The Silver Needle, Fort Worth, Tex. Filed 
ame et Sept. 4, 1970. 


‘minum! THE SILVER NEEDLE 


For Retail Needlecraft Store Services (Int. Cl. 42). 


SINGLE MINGLE CLUB Wiret ‘use Jan. 2, 1900. 


Applicant disclaims the term “Club” apart from the mark gn 371,919. The Fleming Co., Incorporated, Topeka, Kans. 
as shown. Filed Sept. 28, 1970. 
For Providing Social Club Services (Int. Cl. 42). 


First use Dec. 8, 1970, SUPER D DISCOUNT 


The term “Discount” is disclaimed apart from the mark as 
shown. 


es * For Retail Store Services Featuring the Sale of Drugs, 
Class 101 - Advertising and Business Groceries, and General Merchandise (Int. Cl. 42). 
First use Nov. 10, 1967. 


SN 838,663. Continental Telephone Corporation, St. Louis, Subj. to Intf. with SN 320,971 and SN 373,343. 
Mo. Filed Sept. 23, 1969. 











SN 371,920. The Fleming Co., Incorporated, Topeka, Kans. 


MEW SUPER D 


For Retail Drugstore Services ‘Int. Cl. 42). 
First use July 10, 1964. 


cA ti- 
For Custom Printing of Coupon Books for Financial Ins Subj. to Intf. with SN 320,971 and SN 373,343. 


tutions (Int. Cl. 35). 
First use August 1968. 
“wt SN 373,343. Super D Drugs, Inc., Memphis, Tenn. Filed 


SN 345,508. Small Business Information Corporation, Wil- Oct. 14, 1970. 
mington, Del. Filed Dec. 5, 1969. 
DISCOUN 






“HI-NEIGHBOR” 


For Community Services by Bringing Civic, Social and Com- 
mercial Information to the Public Through Individual Home 
Visits and Sponsorship of Newcomer Clubs (Int. Cl. 35). For Retail Drug Store Services (Int. Cl. 42). 

First use June 1, 1968. First use Aug. 15, 1966. 

Subj. to Intf, with SN 352,344. Subj. to Intf. with SN 320,971 and 371,919. 
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SN 375,394. Marcom, Inc., El Paso, Tex. Filed Nov. 6, 1970. ra 105 — Transportation and Storage 
M ARCOM SN 371,272. Montgomery Aviation Corporation, Montgomery, 


Ala. Filed Sept. 21, 1970. 


For Advertising Agency Services (Int. Cl. 35). 
First use January 1965. 


Subj. to Intf. with SN 336,963. MONTGOMERY 
ccamane Se AVIATION 


SN 384,964. Rieger Pharmacies, Inc., Baton Rouge, La. Filed 


Feb. 26, 1971. 
The words “Montgomery Aviation” are disclaimed apart 


from the mark as shown. 
For Airport Services (Int. Cl. 39). 
First use Apr. 1, 1970. 





SAVE 


Class 106 — Material Treatment 


SN 368,530. Van's Photo, Inc., Mobile, Ala. Filed Aug. 19, 


1970. 
For Retail Drug Services (Int. Cl. 42). 


First use Jan. 18, 1970. V.LP. 


Subj. to Intf. with SN 385,460. 





For Development and Finishing of Photographic Film 
(Int. Cl. 40). 
First use Dec. 31, 1968. 





Class 103 — Construction and Repair 
SN 376,470. Richard F. Kelley, d.b.a. Melody Leather Clean- Class 107 ‘odes Education and Entertainment 


ers of Oklahoma, Oklahoma City, Okla. Filed Nov. 18, 1970. 


Av hd big 
an ae ew, 





SN 377,698. Listfax Corporation, New York, N.Y. Filed Dec. 
3, 1970. 





For Leather Cleaning Services (Int. Cl. 37). For Nursery School Services (Int. Cl. 41). 
First use on or about July 1, 1970. First use Feb. 18, 1970. 


Subj. to Intf. with SN 378,965. Subj. to Intf. with SN 381,224. 








TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS ISSUED 
PRINCIPAL REGISTER 


Class 1— Raw or Partly Prepared Materials 


926,340. THE AXIS OF STRENGTH FOR THE WORLD 
AND DESIGN. International Grain, Inc. SN 357,085. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 4-16-70. 


926,341. RUCOAM. Hooker Chemical Corporation. 
365,377. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-15-70. 


926,342. FERROPREG. Ferro Corporation. SN 370,089. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 9—8—70. 


926,343. BURNS BROS. Burns Bros. Preferred, 
375,418. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-6-70. 


926,344. FLEUROBEL. Koninklijke Zaaizaadbedrijven Ge- 
broeders Sluis N.V., d.b.a. Royal Sluis. SN 376,236. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 11-16—70. 


926,345. AMERICLONES. Brighton Farms. SN 378,748. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 12-15-70. 


926,346. STEROXY. Reichhold Chemicals, Inc. SN 388,746. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-9-71. 


SN 


Inc. SN 


LLL 


Class 2 — Receptades 


926,347. SILUETT AND DESIGN, Aktiebolaget Stockholms 
Pappersindustri. MULTIPLE CLASS (Classes 2 and 37). 
SN 332,788. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-17-69. 


926,348. “SWINGER.” Covey Corporation (Texas corpora- 
tion), by assignment and change of name from Covey Cor- 
poration (Oklahoma corporation). SN 339,859. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 10-6-69. 


926,349. J-Z. Jones-Zylon, Inc. SN 354,443. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 3-18-70. 


926,350. NORTH AMERICAN ROCKWELL. North Amert- 
can Rockwell Corporation. SN 364,072. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 6-30-70. 


926,351. THERMO-TOP. Dart Industries Inc., d.b.a. Thermo- 
Serv Company. SN 372,214. Pub. 10-5-—71. Filed 10-1-70. 


926,352. WILDFLOWER. Dart Industries Inc., d.b.a. Thermo- 
Serv Company. SN 373,529. Pub. 10-5—71. Filed 10-16-70. 


926,353. PITCH’R PAK. Developak Corporation, d.b.a. 
Stevenco. SN 378,911. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-17-70. 


926,354. FROSTUFF. American Can Company. SN 392,475. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-19-71. 





Class 4 — Abrasives and Polishing Materials 


926,355. GIBRALTAR. 8S. C. Johnson & Son, Inc. SN 


379,143. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-21-70. 


926,356. SHOE-N-BAG BEAUTY. Knomark Inc. SN 390,606. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-29-71. 





Class 5 — Adhesives 


926,357. MIDLAND. Midland International Corporation (Del- 
aware corporation), by merger into Midland International 
Corporation (Missouri corporation). SN 277,495. Pub. 
12-1-70. Filed 8—4—67. 
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Class 6— Chemicals and Chemical Com- 


926,358. SURE THING. Chemical Associates, 
315,994, Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-7—69. 

926,359. S.I.D.A. Ugine Kuhlmann, Societe Anonyme. SN 
320,389. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2—28—69. 

926,360. STRIP-EASE. Baxter Laboratories, 
355,338. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-30-70. 

926,361. EATON ALLEN, Eaton Allen Corp. SN 356,492. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-10-70. 

926,362. UNIVAMIDE. Ciba Limited. SN 
10-19-71. Filed 4-28-70. 

926,363. DE-OXO-SIL. Miller & Company. SN 359,515. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 5-12-70. 

926,364. FROSTGARD. Millmaster Onyx Corporation. SN 
368,090. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-14-70. 

926,365. PETROSCALE. Petrochemicals Company, Inc. 
(Tennessee corporation), assignee of Petrochemicals Com- 


Inc. SN 


Inc. SN 


358,171. Pub. 


pany, Inc. (Delaware corporation). SN 368,104. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 8-14-70. 
926,366. SIMMAPRIM. Geigy Chemical Corporation. SN 


373,535. Pub, 10-19-71. Filed 10-16-70. 


926,367. KOOLER KARE. Universal Oil Products Company. 
SN 375,278. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-5-70. 


926,368. VIR-RINS. Virginia Chemicals Ine. SN 377,210. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-25-70. 


926,369. CIRCLE DESIGN. Flow Laboratories, 
390,604. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-29-71. 


Inc. SN 





Class 9 — Explosives, Firearms, Equipments, 
and Projectiles 
926,370. C0Os300. Victor Comptometer 


376,085. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-13-70. 


926,371. QUELL. America’s Protective Ordnance Corporation. 
SN 378,455. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-11-70. 


926,372. COMBAT COMMANDER. Colt’s Inc. SN 384,299. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-19-71. 


Corporation. SN 


— I 


Class 12 — Construction Materials 


926,373. CS AND DESIGN. Construction Specialties, Inc. 
SN 325,009. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-21-69. 


926,374. ROOF AND ARROW DESIGN. Somerset Lumber 
& Hardware Co. SN 336,265. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8—14—69. 


926,375. TILG-XL AND DESIGN. Tilo Company, Inc. SN 
375,676. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-9-70. 


926,376. COUNTRY FLOORS AND DESIGN. Country Floors 
Ine. SN 376,444. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-18-70. 


926,377. USAC AND DESIGN. U.S. Aluminum & Chemical 
Corp. SN 388,643. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4—8-71. 


926,378. ACRYFLOW. ASG Industries, Inc. SN 391,050. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-4-71. 


$26,379. CROSSFIRE. U.S. Plywood-Champion Papers Inc. 
SN 392,609. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-20-71. 


926,380. UNADEEP. United States Steel Corporation. SN 
392,611. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-20-71. 
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Class 13— Hardware and Plumbing and 
Steam-Fitting Supplies 


926,381. POLY JON. Rocam, Inc. SN 360,377. Pub. 3-23-71. 
Filed 5-20-70. 

926,382. FLEX-VEY. U.S. Industries, Inc..8N 361,409. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 6-1~79. 





Class 15 — Oils and Greases — 


926,383. METALCOTE. Metalcote Grease & Oi] Company. 
SN 343,572. Pub. 10-19-71, Filed 11-14-69. 

926,384. MIRROR GLAZE. Mirror Bright Polish Co. SN 
354,204. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-16-70. 

926,385. ULTRAMAX. Ashland Oil Inc. SN 356,007. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 4—6-70. 

926,386. SUNLITE. Sun Oi] Company. SN 372,266. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 10—-1-70. 

926,387. TEXACO AND DESIGN. Texaco Inc. SN 383,525. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-11-71. 

926,388. TEXNAP. Texaco Inc. SN 392,385. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 5-18-71. 





Class 16 — Protective and Decorative Coatings 


926,389. TEXACO AND DESIGN. Texaco Inc. SN 383,526. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-11-71. 





Class 17 —Tobacco Products 


926,390. LAUREATE. Lane Limited. SN 379,510. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 12-24-70. 

926,391. AUTHENTIC. Lane Limited. SN 379,511. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 12-24-70. 


926,392. SANGRIA. Consolidated Cigar Corporation. SN 
392,848. Pub. 10-19-71, Filed 5-24-71. 





Class 18 — Medicines and Pharmaceutical 
Preparations 


926,393. PROHYDRIN. The Upjohn Company. SN 317,404. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-23-69. 

926,394. SARCOPTIC SHIELD MANGE OIL FOR DOGS. 
A. W. Bozard, d.b.a. Bozard Mange Cure Company. SN 
330,101. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-16-69. 


926,395. SPOTLIGHT. Herbert Brilliant. SN 351,012. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 2-10-70. 

926,396. BRUSH RIGHT. Herbert Brilliant. SN 351,013. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-10-70. 


926,397. AURCOLOID. Abbott Laboratories. SN 359,313. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-11-70. 

926,398. LSP. West Agro-Chemical, Inc., assignee of Inter- 
state Industries, Inc., d.b.a. Interstate Chemical Company. 
SN 361,327. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-1-70. 


926,399. CAMBENZOLE. Merck & Co., Inc. SN 362,042. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 6-8-70. 

926,400. ALLSTAR AND DESIGN. General Nutrition Cor- 
poration, 4.b.a. Natural Sales Company. SN 362,514. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 6-12-70. 

926,401. CENTER AND DESIGN. Center Laboratories, Inc. 
MULTIPLE CLASS (Classes 18 and 44). SN 368,392. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 8-19-70. 
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926,402. DEN THE FIRST NAME IN DENTAL PHARMA- 
CEUTICALS. Den Pharmaceuticals, Inc., d.b.a. Den Phar- 
maceuticals. SN 370,435. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-11-70. 


926,403. STORK-AID AND DESIGN. Reveo D.S., Inc. SN 
373,578. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-16-70. 


926,404. STORK-AID. Revco D.8., Inc. SN 373,579. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 10-16-70. 


926,405. HEAD AND ARROWS DESIGN. American Home 
Products Corporation. SN 374,427. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
10-27-70. 


926,406. B AND DESIGN. American Home Products Cor- 
Poration. SN 375,114. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-3-70. 


926,407. DIRALONE. Cutter Laboratories, Inc. SN 375,297. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-5-70. 


926,408. TETUMAN BERNA. Swiss Serum and Vaccine In- 
stitute and Institute for the Research of Infectious Dis- 
eases. SN 375,503. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-9-70. 


926,409. VACUMAN BERNA. Swiss Serum and Vaccine In- 
stitute and Institute for the Research of Infectious Dis- 
eases. SN 375,504. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-9-70. 


926,410. RENO-M-76. E. R. Squibb & Sons, Inc. SN 380,231. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-6-71. 


926,411. UVAL. Miles Laboratories, Inc. SN 381,679. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 1-22-71. 


926,412. WORLD OF NATURE. Burr Corporation. SN 
389,657. Pub, 10-19-71. Filed 4—20-71. 


926,413. PROVENTIL. Schering Corporation. SN 389,917. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-21-71. 


926,414. P. R. PLUS. Johnson & Johnson. SN 391,979. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 7-2-71. 


926,415. CONFRONT. Johnson & Johnson. SN 392,007. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 7-2-71. 


926,416. SILVADENE. Marion Laboratories, Inc. SN 392,156. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-17-71. 


926,417. MEDROLINE. The Upjohn Company. SN 392,168. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-17-71. 


926,418. GOOD EARTH. Good Earth Natural Foods, Inc. SN 
393,254. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-27-71. 


A A 


Class 19—Vehides 


926,419. MARS. Electric Fuel Propulsion Inc. SN 356,269. 
Pub. 5-25-71. Filed 4—8-70. 


926,420. SENTRY AND DESIGN. Vintage Homes, Inc. SN 
362,465. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-12-70. 


926,421. H-HURST DESIGN. Hurst Performance, Inc. SN 
362,695. Pub. 7-20-71. Filed 6-15-70. 


926,422. ENFORCER. Cavalier Aircraft Corporation. SN 
391,282. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5—6-71. 


Ae 


Class 21— Electrical Apparatus, Machines, 
and Supplies 


926,423, EYE 24. Westinghouse Electric Corporation. SN 
373,469. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-15-70, 





Class 22 — Games, Toys, and Sporting Goods 


926,424. WEE WALKER. Uneeda Doll Co., Inc. SN 304,634. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-7-68. 


926,425. CONCORDE. Etablissements Abel Rossignol-Club 
Rossignol. SN 307,447. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-16-68. 


926,426. ERCOA. Blectric Reel Corporation of America, Inc. 
SN 350,244. Pub. 1-26-71. Filed 2-2-70. 
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926,427. ERCOA AND DBSIGN. Electric Reel Corporation 
of America, Inc. SN 350,245. Pub. 1-26-71. Filed 2-2-70. 
926,428. FLING-THING. Kent Sporting Goods Co. SN 
359,871. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-15-70. 

926,429. FISHBACK. Pope Manufacturing, Inc. SN 360,369. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-20-70. 

926,430. HUNGA. Etablissements A.J. & M. Pradet & Cie. 
SN 362,674. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-15-70. 





Class 23 — Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, 
and Parts Thereof 


926,431. CLOSURE ETC. AND DESIGN. Closure Corpora- 
tion. SN 305,810. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-23-68. 

926,432. PALLETITE. Modern Industrial Appliances Lim- 
ited. SN 339,032, Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-26-69. 

926,433. BULLWINKLE AND DESIGN. Bonewitz Chemicals, 
Inc. SN 373,284. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10—14~70. 

926,434. POSA-CUT. Posa-Cut Corporation. SN 376,266. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-16-70. 


 _—_—__— TT 


Class 26—Measuring and Scientific 
Appliances 


926,435. MIDLAND. Midland International Corporation 
¢Delaware corporation), by merger of Midland International 
Corporation (Missouri corporation). SN 227,166. Pub. 
12-8-70. Filed 9-—3—65. 

926,436. OPTIVERTER. Wil-Kin, Inc. SN 324,771. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 4-16-69. 

926,437. DSC AND DESIGN. Digital Scientific Corporation. 
SN 327,476. Pub. 6-8—71. Filed 5-16-69. 

926,438. CINESTUDIO. Cinemobile Systems, Inc., by change 
of name from Fouad Said Productions Inc. SN 336,059. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 8-25-69. 

926,439. STUDIOMOBILE. Cinemobile Systems, Inc., by 
change of name from Fouad Said Productions Inc. SN 
336,061. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-25-69. 

926,440. USTER PROFITOR. Zellweger Ltd. SN 353,813. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-12-70. 

926,441. USTER TEX ALARM. Zellweger Ltd. SN 358,814. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-12-70. 

926,442. TR IOTA AND DESIGN. Trump-Ross Industrial 
Controls, Inc. SN 362,329, Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-11-70. 


926,443. SWIRL CLEAN. Alcon Laboratories, Inc. SN 
367,931. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-13-70. 


926,444. C (DESIGN). Colorcraft Corporation. SN 369,758. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-3-70. 


926,445. VITACHROME. Carolina Biological Supply Com- 
pany. SN 372,984. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-9-—70. 


926,446. CONSULTANT. Dahlberg Electronics, Inc. SN 
398,374. Pub. 10-5-71. Filed 5-28-71. 





Glass 28 — Jewelry and Precious-Metal Ware 


926,447. OC AND DESIGN. Orfevrerie Christofie. SN 
365,135. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-13-70. 


926,448. TRIBUNE. Textron Inc. SN 380,149. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 1-4-71. 


Class 31— Filters and Refrigerators 


926,449. GREEN’S FUEL AND DESIGN. Green's Fuel, Inc. 
SN 382,082. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-27-71. 
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926,450. CHANNEL-TERM. Flanders Filters, Inc. SN 
388,165. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4—2-71. 


926,451. ICY-FLO. McQuay, Ine. SN 390,609. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 4-29-71. 





Class 34 — Heating, Lighting, and Ventilating 
Apparatus ~* 


926,452. MIDLAND. Midland International Corporation (De- 
aware corporation), by merger from Midland International 
Corporation (Missouri corporation). SN 277,500. Pub. 
12-1-70. Filed 8—4—67. 


926,453. COMSOL AND DESIGN. Comet Industries, Inc. 
SN 370,429. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-11-70. 


926,454. BLUE-SURF. Combustion Equipment Company, 
Ine. SN 370,552. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-14-70. 


926,455. ECON-O-LINE. Governair Corporation. SN 371,599. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-24-70. 


926,456. TOP LINE. Governair Corporation. SN 371,600. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9—24—70. 


926,457. GREEN’S FUEL AND DESIGN. Green's Fuel, Inc. 
SN 382,083. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-27-71. 


926,458. DUCT DEFENDER. Airstream Products, Inc. SN 
384,988. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-1-71. 


926,459. HUMIDICARE. Hamilton Humidity, Inc. SN 
386,281. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-15-71. 


926,460. LOVING CARE FOR YOUR HUMID-AIRE. Hamil- 
ton Humidity, Ine. SN 386,282. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
3-15-71. 


926,461. COBRAPAK. M. K. Products, Inc. SN 388,842. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4—12-71. 


926,462. COBRAPAK AND DESIGN. M. K. Products, Inc. 
SN 388,843. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-12-71. 





Class 35 — Belting, Hose, Machinery Pack- 
ing, and Nonmetallic Tires 


926,463. JETZON SABRE. Jetzon Tire & Rubber Company, 
Ine. SN 352,960. Pub.10—19-71. Filed 3-3—70. 


926,464. CHEM*R*G. Chemprene, Inc. SN 366,022. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 7-23-70. 





Class 36 — Musical Instruments and Supplies 


926,465. MIDLAND. Midland International Corporatjon (Del- 
aware corporation), by merger from Midland International 
Corporation (Missouri corporation). SN 190,276. Pub. 
12-8-—70. Filed 4—3-—64. 


926,466. MIDLAND. Midland International Corporation (Del- 
aware corporation), by merger from Midland international 
Corporation (Missouri corporation). SN 277,498. Pub. 
12-1-70. Filed 84-67. 





Class 37— Paper and Stationery 


926,347. (See Class 2 for this trademark.) 


926,467. SAXON BRISTOL. Saxon Industries, Inc., assignee 
of Hammermill Paper Company. SN 309,580. Pub. 3—3-70. 
Filed 10-14-68. 


926,468. ESKIMO SELPACK. Eskimo Pie Corporation. SN 
370,017. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-8-70. 
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Class 38 — Prints and Publications 


926,469. CB DESIGN. Clissold Publishing Company. SN 
360,961. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-27-70. 


926,470. NEI DESIGN. National Educational Institute, Inc. 
SN 364,158. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7—1-70. 


926,471. THE PADDLER. Richard J. Reilly, Jr., Inc. SN 
381,303. Pub. 7-13-71. Filed 1-18-71. 


926,472. JOHNSON & JOHNSON. Johnson & Johnson. SN 
386,087. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-11-71. 


SS ————— 


Class 39 — Clothing 


926,473. HUNGA. Etablissements A.J. & M. Pradet & Cie. 
SN 362,675. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-15-70. 

926,474. HARVEY WOODS AND DESIGN. Harvey Woods 
Limited. SN 367,848. Pub, 10-19-71. Filed 8-12-70. 

926,475. MAR-GEE. Mar-Gaye, Inc. SN 371,497. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 2-22-71. 

926,476. CADET ROUSSEL. Cadet Roussel, S.A. SN 372,208. 
Pub. 10—19-—71. Filed 10—1-—70. 

926,477. OPTIONS. The United States Shoe Corporation. 
SN 391,148. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-35-71. 

926,478. AMY ADAMS. Jonathan Logan, Inc. SN 391,746. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-12-71. 

926,479. THE LEADING MAN. Charles Rabin & Co. Ine. 
SN 392,744. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-21-71. 

926,480. PRECIOUS LITTLE. Maidenform, Inc. SN 394,280. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6—-9-71. 





Glass 40— Fancy Goods, Furnishings, and 
Notions 


926,481. SANI-PINS. Zadek, Feldstein, Co. Inc. SN 317,900. 
Pub. 5-25-71. Filed 1-29-69. 

926,482. ASTRO-LASHES. Yeong 8S. Kang, 4.b.a. Astro- 
Mystic Products Company. SN 371,127. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 9-18-70. 





Class 42—Knitted, Netted, and Textile 
Fabrics, and Substitutes Therefor 


926,483. DREAM STREET. Indian Head Inc. SN 369,484. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-31-70. 

926,484. ARTIST WHITE. Emile Bernat & Sons Co. SN 
391,990. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-14-71. 





Class 43 — Thread and Yarn 


926,485. KODAK AND DESIGN. Eastman Kodak Company. 
SN 391,241. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-6-71. 

926,486. KODAK AND K DESIGN. Eastman Kodak Com- 
pany. SN 391,242. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-6-71. 


—————————— 


Class 44—Dental, Medical, and Surgical 
Appliances 


926,401. (See Class 18 for this trademark.) 


926,487. JEL. Pennwalt Corporation, by merger from J. F. 
Jelenko & Co., Inc. SN 321,500. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 


3-12-69. 
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926,488. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. Societe Minerve. SN 
339,363. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-30-69. 


926,489. LUNARDEL AND DBSIGN. H. A. Johnson Lab., 
Inc. SN 346,626. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-18-69. 


926,490. APPLAMATIC. Block Engineering, Inc. SN 
361,099. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-28-70. 


926,491. OVAL DESIGN. Johnson & Johnson. SN 374,127. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-5-70. 


926,492. SCRATCH PADS. Parke, Davis & Company. SN 
387,626. Pub. 10-19—71. Filed 3-29-71. 


926,493. FLEXOLITE. Cameron-Miller Surgical Instruments 
Company. SN 388,276. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4—5-71. 





Class 45—Soft Drinks and Carbonated 
Waters 


926,494. SCHWEPPES. Schweppes (Overseas) Limited. SN 
330,778. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-23-69. 


926,495. CAL-POWER. General Mills Chemicals, Inc. SN 
384,580. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-24-71. 





Class 46 — Foods and Ingredients of Foods 


926,496. HOT DANDY AND DESIGN. Dandy Dinners, Inc., 
d.b.a. Dandy Dinners. SN 334,994. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
8-11-69. 


926,497. MCCLELLEN’S SPANISH VILLAGE. Jesse R. 
McClellen, d.b.a. MeClellen’s Spanish Village. SN 336,466. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-27-69, 


926,498. C CROWLEY. Crowley's Milk Company, Inc. SN 
338,229. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-18-69. 


926,499. GOURMET ETC, AND DESIGN. Gourmet Bakers 
Inc. SN 338,906. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-25-69. 


926,500. MASKEY’S. Glaser Bros., assignee of Cable Car 
Candy Co. SN 339,845. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-6~-69. 


926,501. FEDERICO. Suzy-Bel Canning Co., Inc. SN 342,079. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-29-69. 


926,502. HARBISONS. The Southland Corporation. SN 
343,177. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-10-69. 


926,503. GIGGULS POPS AND DESIGN. Arex Corp, SN 
352,314. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-25-70. 


926,504. TOPPS JELLY APPLE. Topps Chewing Gum, In- 
corporated. SN 353,933. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-12-70. 


926,505. POLAR TREATS. Wells Dairy Company, d.b.a. 
Quality Ice Cream Novelty Co. SN 353,940. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 3-12-70. 


926,506. COMPASS POINTS. General Foods Corporation. 
SN 354,418. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-18-70. 


926,507. VIVONEX. Morton-Norwich Products, Inc., assignee 
of Vivonex Corporation. SN 354,921. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
3-23-70. 


926,508. CRATE OF CHEESE. Houston Foods, Inc. (Ltd), 
by merger and change of name from Houston Foods, Inc. 
SN 358,305. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-29-70. 


926,509. FAMILY FARMS FROZEN FOODS. 4-F Foods Lim- 
ited. SN 359,099. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5—7-70. 


926,510. FOREST GLEN. B.G. & G. Corporation. SN 361,679. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-4-70. 


926,511. BENEDICTINE AND DESIGN. Benedictine Fathers 
Corporation of Benet Lake, Wisconsin, d.b.a. Our Lady 
of Guadalupe Benedictine Mission Priory. SN 362,337. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 6-11-70. 


926,512. LA FLOR. La Flor Products Co., Inc. SN 363,435. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-23-70. 
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926,513. KANSAS FRIED CHICKEN. Kansas Fried Chicken, 
Inc. SN 363,824. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6~29-70. 

926,514. BUTTERTENDER. Central Soya Company, Inc. SN 
364,376. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-6-—70, 
926,515. PRO-AB. Central Soya Company, Inc., d.b.a. Cen- 
tral Soya Co. SN 364,636. Pub, 10-19-71. Filed 7-8-70. 
926,516. PIZZA HUT. Pizza Hut, Inc. SN 365,146. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 7-13-70. 

926,517. SHAVER’S. Robins Brokerage Company. SN 
365,465. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-16-70. 

926,518. BEEF BRAWNY. Armour-Dial, Inc. SN 366,296. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-27-70. 


926,519. QUICK FEST. Armour-Dial, Inc. SN 366,301. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 7-27-70. 

926,520. BEEF-GROG. Armour-Dial, Inc. SN 366,302. Pub. 
10-19-71, Filed 7-27-70. 

926,521. GREAT GOIN’S ON. Armour-Dial, ‘Inc. SN 366,304. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-27-70. 

926,522. THE GROUCHLESS BREAKFAST. Sandoz-Wan- 
der, Inc, SN 366,995. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-3-70. 

926,523. SWISS ITALIAN. San Francisco Sausage Co., Inc. 
SN 368,937. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-24-70. 

926,524. DURA PAC. Superior Tea and Coffee Company. SN 
369,390. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-28-70. 


926,525. MEAL ONE. Kraftco Corporation. SN 369,929. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-4—70. 


926,526. KOTE "N COOK. Elmo D. Fentiman, 4.b.a. Fenti- 
man’s Meat House. SN 370,727. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
9-15-70. 

926,527. DAIRYMARK. The Delmar Company, assignee of 
Precision Foods Corporation. SN 370,955. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 9-17-70. 


926,528. ACAPULCO HOTS. Heublein, Inc. SN 374,191. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-23-70. 


926,529. A ALEMAGNA AND DESIGN. Alemagna S.p.A. SN 
375,794. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-12-70. 


926,580. TEXTRATEIN. Cargill, Incorporated. SN 375,984. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-13-70. 


926,581. KARO AND DESIGN. Karo Seafoods, Inc. SN 
376,913. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-28-70. 


926,532. SNOW WHITE. Avondale Industries Inc. SN 
878,159. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-8-—70. 


926,533. MY*T*FINE PUDD’N PAK. RJR Foods, Inc. SN 
379,098. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-18~70. 

926,534. SCAN. Theracon, Inc. SN 380,593. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 1-11-71. 

926,535. QUACKLES. The Quaker Oats Company. SN 
882,210. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-28-71. 


926,536. QUAKE’S ORANGE TANGEROOS. The Quaker 
Oats Company. SN 382,211. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-28-71. 


926,537. QUAKE TANGEROO. The Quaker Oats Company. 
SN 382,212. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 1-28-71. 


926,538. DIET SAFF. Leslie Salt Co. SN 384,328. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 2-19-71. 


926,539. WOMAN DESIGN. The Page Dairy Company. SN 
384,531. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 2-22-71. 


926,540. CHECKERBOARD FARMS. Ralston Purina Com- 
pany. SN 385,268. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-3-71. 


926,541. TESTENDER,. Armour and Company. SN 387,246. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-24-71. 


926,542. HEADSTART. ConAgra, Inc. SN 390,869. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 5-3-71. 


926,548. NOR-WES-TER. Mojonnier & Sons, Inc. SN 
393,113. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-26-71. 


926,544. GOLDEN GRILLS. Ralston Purina Company. SN 
393,383. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-28-71. 


926,545. CHEESUP. Lever Brothers Company. SN 593,553. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-1-71. 
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926,546. SNACK’EM CAKE. General Mills, Inc. SN 394,686, 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-14-71. 


926,547. WACKY CAKE. General Mills, Inc. SN 394,687. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-14-71. 


926,548, WILLY WONKA’S AND DESIGN. The Quaker Oats 
Company. SN 394,964. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-16-71. 





Class 47 — Wines 


926,549. HARVEST DAY. Lucky Stores, Inc. SN 388,841. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-12-71. 





Class 48 — Malt Beverages and Liquors 


926,550. SPRING BREWED. G. Heileman Brewing Company, 
Ine. SN 359,615. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-13-70. 





Class 49 — Distilled Alcoholic Liquors 


926,551. CHATEAU DE FONTPINOT AND DESIGN. P. 
Frapin & Cie. SN 367,062. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 8-4—70. 


926,552. AR AND DESIGN. Paramount Distillers, Inc. SN 
872,197. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10—1-70. 





Class 50— Merchandise Not Otherwise 
Classified 


926,553. LEKTROGRAF. The Penton Publishing Company. 
SN 361,376. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6—1-70. 


926,554. PCT AND DESIGN. Plastic Coated Textiles Lim- 
ited. SN 361,876. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6—5-70. 


926,555. MAJELIX AND DESIGN. Glory Ludwick. SN 
362,038. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6—8-70. 


926,556. QUICK CHANGE AND DESIGN. Baldwin-Green, 
Inc., d.b.a. Acme Canvas Products. SN 370,536. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 9-14-70. 


926,557. THE THOMASON MEDICALLIC BIBLE. The 
Franklin Mint, Inc. SN 372,825. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
10-8-70. 


926,558. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INH Incorporated. 
SN 379,241. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12-21-70. 


926,559. LIVING WORLD. Metaframe Corporation. SN 
387,745. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-29-71. 





Class 51 — Cosmetics and Toilet Preparations 


926,560. GENTLE SET. The Wella Corporation. SN 295,271. 
Pub. 3—4-71. Filed 4-9—68. 


926,561. GREAT GOLD BATH. R. P. Scherer Corporation 
(Delaware corporation), assignee of R. P. Scherer Corpora- 
tion (Michigan corporation). SN 348,344. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 1-12-70. 


926,562. P.C.K. Whitney Products Corp. SN 378,144. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 12-7-70. 
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926,563. MANICURE LUXURY. Middlebrooke-Lancaster, 
Inc. SN 389,663. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 4-20-71. 


926,564. BREATH SAVER. Beech-Nut, Inc., assignee of 
Approved Pharmaceutical Corporation. SN 390,016. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 4-23-71. 





Class 52 — Detergents and Soaps 


926,565. NATURE. Stanson Detergents, Inc. SN 372,794. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-8-70. 





Service Marks 
Class 100 — Miscellaneous 


DIRECTRON. Indian Head Inc., assignee of In- 
297,295. Pub. 


926,566. 
formation Handling Services, Inc. SN 
10-19-71. Filed 5—3-—68. 


926,567. WATERPAVERS. W. D. Boccard and Glynn Holt, 
assignees of Ernest M. Usab, d.b.a. Waterpavers. SN 
332,637. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-15-69. 


926,568. VICTORIA STATION PURVEYOR OF PRIME 
RIB & POTABLE SPIRITS AND DESIGN. Victoria Sta- 
tion Incorporated. SN 360,601. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
5-22-70. 


926,569. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. Diagnostic Sciences, 
Ine. SN 362,232. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-10-70. 





Class 101— Advertising and Business 


926,570. AGDATA. Agdata, Inc. SN 325,319. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 4-23-69. 


926,571. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. Dylakor Computer 
Systems, Inc. SN 333,386. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-24-69. 


926,572. DISPOSABLE MARKET PLACE. Chemed Corpo- 
ration, assignee of W. R. Grace & Co. SN 339,885. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 10—-6-—69. 


926,573. TRANS-EXEC. Executrans, Inc. SN 359,346. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 5-11-70. 


926,574. DESIGN. Fosdick Corporation. SN 359,839. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 5-15-70. 


926,575. MELCO. Melville Shoe Corporation. SN 378,156. 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12—8-70. 





Class 103 — Construction and Repair 


926,576. RENTAMAN. Rentaman, Inc. SN 319,076. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 2-13-69. 





Ciass 105 — Transportation and Storage 


926,577. TDP. Total Distribution Plan for America, Inc. SN 
334,187. COLLECTIVE MARK. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
8—1-69. 
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926,578. BARBARA’S TOURS FOR TOTS & TEENS. Bar- 
bara’s Tours for Tots & Teens. SN 335,759. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 8-20-69. 


926,579. SKYCRANE. United Aircraft Corporation. SN 
359,659. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-13-70. 





Class 106 — Material Treatment 


926,580. TIODIZB. Tiodize Co., Inc. SN 341,223. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 10-20-69. 





Class 107 — Education and Entertainment 


926,581. A.S.P. American Self-Protection Association, In- 
corporated, assignee of Evan 8S. Baltazzi. SN 311,716. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 11-7-—68. 


926,582. EDUCATIONAL COORDINATES. Educational Co- 
ordinates. SN 331,357. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 6-30-69. 


926,583. WHY WON’T HE PAY ATENTION? AND BOY 
AND CIRCLE DESIGN, Reading Research Foundation, Inc. 
SN 341,059. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 10-17-69. 


926,584. BLUE STEEL. Blue Steel. SN 360,006. Pub. 
10-19-71. Filed 5-18-70. 


926,585. ALADDIN AND DESIGN. Aladdin Beauty Colleges, 
Ine. SN 360,946. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 5-27-70. 





Collective Membership Marks 


Class 200 


926,586. M-B CO-OP ETC. AND TWO FLAGS DESIGN. 
Manufacturers Buyers Corporation, d.b.a. Manufacturers 
Buyers Co-Op. SN 342,491. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-3-69. 


926,587. R.D. The American Dietetic Association. SN 343,485, 
Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-1 


926,588. COAT OF ARMS DESIGN. Alpha Gamma Rho 
Fraternity. SN 354,788. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 3-23-70. 


926,589. CA DESIGN. Cowboy Artists of America. SN 
365,423. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 7-16-70. 


926,590. HELLS ANGELS MC AND DESIGN. The Hell’s 
Angels Motorcycle Club, Inc. SN 370,113. Pub. 10-19-71. 
Filed 9—8-70. 


926,591. ROTARACT CLUB AND DESIGN. Rotary Inter- 
national. SN 370,679. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 9-15-70. 


926,592. USFSA AND DESIGN. The United States Figure 
Skating Association (Massachusetts trust), assignee of The 
United States Figure Skating Association (Rhode Island 
non-profit corporation). SN 370,865. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 
9-16-70. 


926,598. PATHFINDER ETC. AND DESIGN. The Youth 
Department of the General Conference of Seventh-Day Ad- 
ventists. SN 377,052. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 11-24-70. 


926,594. MANA. Manufacturers’ Agents National Associa- 
tion. SN 377,769. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 12~3-70. 


926,595. MANUFACTURERS’ AGENTS NATIONAL ASSO- 
CIATION. Manufacturers’ Agents National Association, SN 
377,912. Pub. 10-19-71. Filed 124-70. 








SUPPLEMENTAL REGISTER 


These registrations are not subject to opposition. 


SECTION 1 


(Combined Certificates) 


926,596. Midland Cooperatives, Inc., Minneapolis, Minn. SN 
201,135. Filed P.R. 9-2-64 ; Am. 8.R. 10-21-71. 


MIDLAND 


Class 1—Raw or Partly Prepared Materials 


For Chamois, Sponges, Charcoal, Lawn and Agriculcural 
Seed, Tire Talc, Rags, Briquets and LP Gas. 
First use 1932 on chamois, sponges and rags. 


Class 2—Receptacles 


For Storage Tanks, Fuel Oil Tanks, Gas Tanks and Cylin- 
ders, Pails; Plastic Containers—Namely, Pails, Baskets, 
Trays, Bowls, Basins, Tubs, Hampers, Trash Cans and Food 
Storage Containers ; Vacuum Bottles, Picnic Baskets, Portable 
Pienic Type Ice Chests, Wash Tanks for Milk Cans, Troughs, 
Stock Tanks, Tubs, Garbage Cans, Metal Baskets, Gas Cans, 
Oil Cans, Mail Boxes, Corn Cribs, Grain Bins and Storage 


Bins. 
First use 1929 on storage tanks and fuel oil tanks. 


Class 4—Abrasives and Polishing Materials 


For Sharpening Stones, Sand Paper, Steel Wool, and Floor, 
Furniture and Automobile Wax Polish. 
First use 1939 on sandpaper, steel wool, and wax polish. 


Class 5—Adhesives 


For Rubber Cement, Adhesive Cellophane Tape, and Glue. 
First use 1956 on glue. 


Class 6—Chemicals and Chemical Compositions 


For Anti-Freeze, Battery Acid ; Cooling System Chemicals— 
Namely, Anti-Rust and Sealers; Garden and Agricultural 
Chemicals—Namely, Insecticides, Pesticides, Fungicides, In- 
sect Repellants, Spray Oil, Herbicides and Weed Killers; Fly 
Sprays, Fly Bait for Attracting and Killing Flies ; Ice Melters, 
Linseed Oil, Turpentine and Sanitizers. 

First use 1929 on anti-freeze. 


Class 7—Cordage 


For Rope, Binder and Baler Twine, and Clothes Line. 
First.use 1939. 


Class 9—Explosives, Firearms, Equipments, and Pro- 
jectiles 


For Shot Gun Shells, Slugs, Cartridges, Gun Cases, Shot 
Guns, and Rifles. 
First use 1962. 


Class 10—Fertilizers 


For Lawn, Garden, and Commercial Agricultural Fertilizers. 
First use 1946. 


Class 12—Construction Materials 


For Fillers for Plaster Patching, Plaster, Wooden Posts, 
Poles, Gates, Prefabricated Greemhouses, Shingles, Roofing, 
Plywood, Insulation Materials, Snow Fences and Animal 
Stalls and Stanchions. 

First use 1939 on shingles, roofing, and plywood. 
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Class 13—Hardware and Plumbing and Steam-Fitting 
Supplies ” 

Fer Metal Fencing, Nozzles, Valves, Bug Screen, Stainless 
Steel Pans and Bowls, Sprinklers, Builders’ Hardware, Fun- 
nels, Stove Pipe, Casters, Dust Pans, Steel Posts, Poultry 
Netting, Nails, Barbed Wire, Metal Pots, Pans and Cooking 
Utensils ; LP Gas Line Regulators ; Cow Bells ; Glazier Points ; 
Door Springs and Springs for General Use; Tire Chains and 
Tow Chains. 

First use 1932 on funnels. 


Class 14—Metals and Metal Castings and Forgings 


For Copper Tubing and Baling Wire. 
First use 1939. 


Class 16—Protective and Decorative Coatings 


For Paint, Varnish, Sealer, Shellac, and Paint Thinner ; 
and Tree Wound Dressing. 
First use 1939. 


Class 18—Medicines and Pharmaceutical Preparations 


For Animal Feed Supplements Containing Vitamins and 
Minerals. 
First use 1950. 


Class 19—Vehicles 


For Hand Trucks, Shock Absorbers, Stabilizers, Hitches, 
Windshield Wipers, Auto Seat Covers, Bicycles, Silage Trucks, 
Wheel Barrows, Truck Tanks, Wheels, Gas Caps for Vehicles, 
Seat Belts for Vehicles, and Automobile Springs. 

First use 1932 on windshield wipers. 


Class 21—Electrical Apparatus, Machines, and Supplies 


For Batteries, Battery Chargers, Spark Plugs, Automotive 
Bulbs, Headlamps, Fuses ; Electric Appliances—Namely, Vacu- 
um Cleaners and Parts, Pressure Cookers and Parts, Fry Pans, 
Griddles, Toasters, Roaster Ovens, Mixers, Coffee Makers, Can 
Openers, Irons, Electrically Heated Tabletops, Air Purifiers, 
Heating Pads, Electric Blankets, Heaters, Deep Fryers, Knife 
Sharpeners, Waffle Irons, Hot Plates, Corn Poppers, Fans, 
Dish Washers, Waste Disposers and Electric Stoves ; Electric 
Motors, Light Bulbs, Fluorescent Tubes, Electric Switches 
and Replacement Parts, Insulators, Voltage Regulators, Power 
Saws, Power Trimmers (Lawn and Hedge), Jig Saws, Sanders, 
Drills, Fence Controllers, Flashlights, Lanterns, Flashlight 
Bulbs, Batteries and Radio Receivers. 

First use 1932 on batteries and battery cables. 


Class 22—Games, Toys, and Sporting Goods 


For Coaster Wagons, Velocipedes, Sleeping Bags, Footballs, 
Basket Balls, Base Balls, Gloves, Bats, Tennis and Badminton 
Equipment, Pitching Horse Shoes, Croquet and. Fishing Equip- 
ment. 

First use 1962. 


Class 23—Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, and Parts 
Thereof 


For Drive Shafts, Power Take-Offs, Car Washers, Lubrica- 
tion Equipment, Air Compressors, Auto Hoists, Machinists’ 
and Carpenters’ Hand Tools, Jacks, Grease Guns, Cranes, Vul- 
canizers, Fire Extinguishers, Milkers and Parts Thereof, Chain 
Saws, Pulleys, Foggers, Floor and Sidewalk Scrapers, Snow 
Shovels, Compost Grinders, Miscellaneous Livestock Equip- 
ment—Namely, Animal Clippers, Feed Scoops; Paint Tools— 
Namely, Putty Knives, Scrapers and Glass Cutters; Bench 
Grinders, Pump Oilers, Hoists and Winches ; Barbeque Acces- 
sories—Namely, Forks, Turners and Tongs. 

First use 1929 on air compressors and grease guns. 
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Class 24—Laundry Appliances and Machines 


For Washers, Dryers and Ironing Boards. 
First use 1953. 


Class 25—Locks and Safes 


For Locks. 
First use 1956. 


Class 29—Brooms, Brushes. and Dusters 


For Brushes, Basting Brushes, Brooms, Paint Brushes and 
Rollers. 
First use 1939. 


Class 31—Filters and Refrigerators 


For Line Strainers, Oil Filters, Refrigerators, Freezers, 
Water Softeners, Foam Coolers, Milk Coolers, Milk Strainers 
and Milk Filters. 

First use 1939 on refrigerators, freezers, milk strainers and 
milk coolers. 


Class 32—Furniture and Upholstery 


For Display Racks, Foam Cushions, Lawn Furniture, and 
Air Mattresses. 
First use 1932 on display racks. 


Class 33—Glassware 


For Glass Tableware an@ Cooking Ware, and Window Glass. 
First use 1939 on window glass. 


Class 34—Heating, Lighting, and Ventilating Apparatus 


For Gas Stoves, Air Conditioners, Dehumidifiers, Humidi- 
fiers, Camp Lanterns, Camp Stoves, Grills, Rotisseries ; Spit 
Baskets, Hand Warmers, Braziers, Blow Torches, Pasteurizers, 
Soldering Guns, Water Heaters, Stock Tank Heaters, Barn 
Ventilating Fans, Gas Space Heaters, Gas Furnaces ; Welders 
and Accessories—Namely, Welding Apparatus, Electrodes, 
Wire, Solder, and Flux. 

First use 1948 on blow torches. 


Class 35—Belting, Hose, Machinery Packing, and Non- 
metallic Tires 


For Tank Truck Hose, Tires, Tubes, Radiator Hoses, Fan 
Belts, Tire Patches, V-Belts, and Belting. 

First use 1929 on tank truck hose, radiator hose and faa 
belts. 


Class 37—Paper and Stationery 


For Toilet Tissue, Paper Towels, Wrapping and Freezing 
Locker Paper. 
First use 1942 on toilet tissue and towels. 
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Class 38—Prints and Publications 


For Pamphlets and Employee Newspapers and Films for 
Projection. 
First use 1929. 


Class 39—Clothing 


For Work and Dress Gloves, Uniforms, Caps, and Jackets. 
First use 1932. 


Class 42—Knitted, Netted, and Textile Fabrics, and 
Substitutes Therefor 


For Textile Rugs and Pads. 
First use 1956. 


Class 44—Dental, Medical, and Surgical Appliances 


For Vaporizers for Therapeutic Purposes. 
First use 1961. 


Class 46—Foods and Ingredients of Foods 


For Bread and Bakery Goods; and Animal Feeds. 
First use 1953. 


Class 50—Merchandise Not Otherwise Classified 


For Ladders, Watering Fountains ; Poultry, Hog, and Cattle 
Feeders and Waterers; Brooders; Tarpaulins; Plastic Silo 
Covers; and Polyethylene Haystack Covers and Trench Pit 
Covers ; and Identification Tags. 

First use 1939 on ladders. 


Class 52—Detergents and Soaps 


For Car Wash Detergent, Solvent and Cleaner for Tire 
Repair, Hand Cleaner, Cleaning Fluid and Cleansers, and 
Cooling System Cleaners. 

First use 1929 on cleaning fluids. 


Class 100—Miscellaneous 


For Miscellaneous Services—Namely, Mechanical Fertilizer 
Spreading on Farmland; Operation of Gas and Service Sta- 
tions; and Operation of Swine Testing Stations Including 
Feeding and Testing for Fat Formation. 

First use 1929. 


Class 103—Construction and Repair 


For Complete Plumbing Service; Installation of Heating 
Systems, Electrical Wiring and Appliances ; and Tractor and 
Automobile Repairing. 

First use 1958. 


t 
Class 106—Material Treatment 


For Grinding Grain Into Animal Feed, and Mixing Animal 
Feed. 
First use 1959. 





SECTION 2 


Class 1— Raw or Partly Prepared Materials 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





Class 2 — Receptades 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





Class 5 — Adhesives 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





Gass 6—Chemicals and Chemical Com- 
positions 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


ee 


Class 4 — Abrasives and Polishing Materials Class 7 — Cordage 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 
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Class 9 — Explosives, Firearms, Equipments, Class 24 — Laundry Appliances and Machines 
and Projectiles 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


——_——_ TT 


Class 10 — Fertilizers 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





Class 25 — Locks and Safes | 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





——— Leo 
Class 12 — Construction Materials Class 29 — Brooms, Brushes, and Dusters 
926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 








Class 13—Hardware and Plumbing and 
Steam-Fitting Supplies 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


Class 31— Filters and Refrigerators 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 








Class 14— Metals and Metal Castings and Class 32 — Furniture and Upholstery 


Forgings 926,596, See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





Class 33 — Glassware 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


Class 16 — Protective and Decorative Coatings 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 








Class 18 — Medicines and Pharmaceutical Class 34 — Heating, Lighting, and Ventilating 
Preparations Apparatus 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


TT —— 


Class 19—Vehides Class 35 — Belting, Hose, Machinery Pack- 
926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). ing, and Nonmetallic Tires 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 








Class 21— Electrical Apparatus, Machines, 
and Supplies Class 37— Paper and Stationery 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 
926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 








Class 22 — Games, Toys, and Sporting Goods 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


Class 38 — Prints and Puolications 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 








Class 23 — Cutlery, Machinery, and Tools, 
and Parts Thereof Gass 39— Clothing 


926,596. See Section i (Combined Certificate). 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 
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926,599. La ’ rw { 
Class 42 — Knitted, Netted, and Textile 373,029. log PR. san ike oon Best li sa 


Fabrics, and Substitutes Therefor 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). REDUCE 
Tr 
For High Protein, Low Calorie Food in the F f Snack 
Class 44 — Dental, Medical, and Surgical Wafers and Flavored Drink teen: aon cl 8). ™ 
A li s First use on or about Sept. 1, 1970. 





926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





Class 50— Merchandise Not Otherwise 
Class 46 — Foods and Ingredients of Foods lassified 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


926,597. Philadelphia Refining & Packaging Corp., Camden, 
N.J. SN 364,814. Filed P.R. 7-9-70; Am. S.R. 10-5~—71. 


FAST BAKE Class 52 — Detergents and Soaps 


For Vegetable Shortening (Int. Cl. 29). 
First use Mar. 18, 1970. 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 











926,598. Rosa Cardini, d.b.a. Caesar Cardini Foods, Los An- 


geles, Calif. SN 364,847. Filed P.R. 7-10-70; Am. S.R. 
8-19-71. Class 100 — Miscellaneous 


926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 


The 
oncgcnal Class 103 — Construction and Repair 
CAESAR 





926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 





For Salad Dressing (Int. Cl. 29). 


Class 106 — Material Treatment 
First use June 30, 1970; about November 1956 in a differ- 


ent form. 926,596. See Section 1 (Combined Certificate). 
i 


TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS RENEWED 


83,889. “CROWN” AND REPRESENTATION. Cl. 46 (Int. 540,606. ROL KLEEN. Cl. 85 (Int. Cl. 12). 4—3-51. 





Cl. 30). 10-24-11. 546,133. IN-TAG AND DESIGN. Cl. 11 (Int. Cl. 2). 
83,968. WORLD. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 7). 10-24-11. 7-31-51. 
84,656. PUSSY WILLOW. Cl. 42 (Int. Cl. 24). 12-26-11. 546,842. NIFE. Cl. 21 (Int. Cl. 9). 8-7-51. 
84,999. PET. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 1-16-12. 546,533: PROTEKWOOD. Cl. 12 (Int, Cl. 19). 8-14-51. 
85,277. DEFENDER. Cl. 40 (Int. Cl. 26). 2-6~12. 546,539. PLASTI-CUT. Cl. 1 (Int. Cl. 17). 8-14-51. 
85,923. STARRETT. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 8). 3-26-12. 546,553. AERODUX. Cl. 6 (Int, Cl. 1). 8=14-51. 
286,555. “FLEXWOOD” AND DESIGN. Cl. 12 (Int. Cl. 19). 546,657. AEA. Cl. 12 (Int. Cl. 1). 8-14-51. 
9-1-31. 546,907: NIA PENN. CL 15 (Int. Cl. 4). 8-21-51. 
287,472. RECORDER. Cl. 37 (Int. Cl. 16). 9-29-31. 546,928. ACETACELL, Ci. 1 (Int. Cl. 1). 8421-51. 
a — > 4 ane a 546,937. THE BANDETTE. Cl. 39 (Int. C’. 25). 8-21-51. 
. . -. le le n le . ° 
288,204. “PALMOLIVE” ETC. AND REPRESENTATION °47:202. “eo RUST CUTTER. Cl. 6 (Int. Ci. 1). 
OF CARTON. Cl. 51 (Int. Cl. 8). 10-20-31. ; 
288,262. GOOD LUCK. Cl. 46 (int. Cl, 29). 10-20-31. 547,628. CENDRE DE ROSES AND DESIGN. Cl. 51 (Int. 
288,598. SEGO, Cl. 46 (Int, Cl. 29). 11-3-31. Cl. 8). 9-4-51. 
289,813. “DAISY” AND DESIGN. Cl. 43 (Int. Cl. 23). 548,260. ACME. Cl. 28 (Int, Cl. 8), 9-18-51. 
12-8-31. 548,686. CHALLENGE AND DESIGN. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 
289,828. VISA-VERSA. Cl. 39 (Int. Cl. 25). 12-8-31. 9-25-51. 
292,875. SERISTAN. Cl. 6 (Int. Cl. 2). 3-29-32. 549,234. TASTEMARK. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 10-9-51. 
292,990. RYTOFF. Cl. 52 (Int. Cl. 3). 4-5-32. 549,629. NUBIAN. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 10-16-51. 
444,574. ALPINIT MADE IN SWITZERLAND AND DE- 549,790. HR AND DESIGN. Cl. 35 (Int. Cls. 7 and 17). 
SIGN. Cl. 39 (Int. Cl, 25). 10-2-51. 10-23-51. 


539,586. BLUE CENTER. Cl. 12 (Int. Cl. 19). 3-20-51. 550,020. SEISMODOL. Cl. 6 (Int. Cl. 1). 10-23-51. 
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550,033. 


550,040. 
550,040. 
550,307. 
550,396. 
550,422. 
550,436. 
550,687. 
550,716. 
550,861. 


550,981. 
551,054. 
551,104. 
551,179. 
551,197. 
551,215. 
551,227. 


551,268. 
551,446. 
551,458. 
551,542. 
551,595. 
551,615. 
551,752. 
551,774. 


552,059. 
552,068. 


552,261. 
552,480. 
552,600. 
552,630. 
552,777. 


552,975. 
553,149. 


764,695. 


782,547. 
798,577. 
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LANDMARK BOOKS. Cl. 38 (Int. Cl. 16). 
10-23-51. 

SHUT-EYE. Cl. 18 (Int. Cl. 5). 10-23-51. 

SHUT-EYE. Cl. 18 (Int. Cl. 5). 10-23-51. 

VANTRESS CROSS. Cl. 1 (Int. Cl. 31). 10-30-51. 

ARLURE. CL. 39 (Int. Cl, 25). 11-6-51. 

SOO AND DESIGN. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 30). 11-6-51. 

LOGGER. Cl. 35 (Int. Cl. 12). 11-6-51. 

GREEN LIGHT. Cl. 37 (Int. Cl. 16). 11-13-51. 

CAMEO. Cl. 37 (Int. Cl. 16). 11-13-51. 

WH BLUE RIBBON RX SERVICE BETTER VI- 
SION AND DESIGN. Ci. 103 (Int. Cl. 37). 
11-13-51. 

MAXIVUE. Cl. 19 (Int. Cl. 12). 11-20-51. 

SERVALL. Cl. 35° (Tat?°Cl. 17). 11-20-51. 

KELGRIP. Cl. 35 (Int. Cl. 17). 11-20-51. 

VISUALINER. Cl. 26 (Int. Cl. 9). 11-27-51. 


KING'S. Cl. 42 (Int. Ck 24). 11-27-51. 

CHEMCO. Cl. 26 (Int. Cls. 7, 9, and 11). 11-27-51. 

MAGIC BASKET AND DESIGN. Cl. 2 (Int. Cl. 20). 
11-27-51. 

MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 
11-27-51. 


FFRR AND DESIGN. Cl. 36 (Int. Cl. 9). 12-4-51. 

R.ASE. Cl. 12 (Int. Cl. 19). 12-4-51. 

CAPITAL. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 8). 12-4-51. 

WASCO, Cl. 12. (Int. Cl. 6). 12-4-51. 

LYRIC. Cl. 36 (Int. Cl. 15). 12-4-51. 

AIR OIL IR LINE AND DESIGN. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 
7). 12-4-51. 

LONG-STEMMED BEAUTIES. Cl. 39 (Int. Cl. 25). 
12-4-51. 

SNIP-IT. Cl. 39 (Int. Cl. 25). 12-11-51. 

COMMUNICATIONS WORKERS OF AMERICA 

AND DESIGN. Cl. 100 (Int. Cl. 42). 12-11-51. 
CHUPPLEE. Ci. 39 (Int. Cl. 25). 12-18-51. 
BRIMMS. Cl. 51 (Int. Cl. 5), 12-25-51. 


COLDPAC AND DBSIGN. Cl. 44 (Int. Cl. 5). 
12-25-51. 

CHOCOLATE PARTY MIX. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 30). 
1-1-52. 

SUNNEN HONALL AND DESIGN. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 
8). 1-1-52. 


TRUE-SPOT. Ci. 26 (Int. Cl. 9). 1-8-52. 
RAP REMOVES ALL PAINT. Cl. 16 (Int. Cl. 3). 
1-8-52. 


553,212. 
553,326. 
553,327. 
553,375. 
553,568. 
553,685. 
553,711. 
553,747. 
553,845. 


553,916. 
554,094. 


554,195. 
554,299. 
554,447. 
554,677. 
554,710. 
554,876. 
554,957. 
555,018. 
555,085. 
555,244. 


555,342. 
555,349. 
555,372. 
555,592. 
555,780. 
555.927. 
559,969. 
556,009. 


556,176. 
556,313. 
556,642. 
557,256. 


557,353. 
557,354. 
557,364. 


557,394. 
557,523. 
558,067. 
558,352. 
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PIN-ON AND DESIGN. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 7). 1-8-52. 

BIG FELLOW. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 1-15-52. 

LITTLE FELLOW. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 1-15-52. 

STADLER’S, Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 29). 1-15-52, 

GAME BIRD. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 31). 1-15-52. 

STANDEE. Cl. 21 (Int. Cl. 9). 1-15-52. 

ORAFRESH. Cl. 18 (Int. Cl. 5). 1-22452. 

LIFE-TEX. Cl. 51 (Int. Cl. 3). 1-22-52. 

BILLY THE KID WESTWILL AND DESIGN. Ci. 
39 (Int. Cl. 25). 1-22-52... 

HYDRAGUIDE, Cl. 19 (Int. Cl. 12), 1-22-52. 

FRUIT OF THE OCEAN AND DESIGN. Cl. 46 (Int. 
Cl. 29). 1-22-52. 

PERMABASE. Cl. 22 (Int. Cl. 28). 1-29-52. 

MOTORITE. Cl. 26 (Int. Cl. 9). 1-29-52. 

SILICOTE. Cl. 15 (Int. Cl. 4). 2-5-52. 

FUF AND DESIGN. Cl. 41 (Int. Cl. 18). 2-12-52. 

LUMENEERING. Cl. 34 (Int. Cl. 11). 2-12-62. 

HYGRADE’S. Cl. 46 (Int. Cls. 29 and 30). 2-19-52. 

SPUN. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 30). 2-19-52. 

NO-NAME. Cl. 22 (Int. Cl. 28). 2-19-52. 

DACRON. Cl. 43 (Int. Cl. 23). 2-19-52. 

TRU-CRAFT FURNITURE AND DESIGN. Cl. 32 
(Int. CL 20), 2-26-52. 

MIRAWAL, Cl. 12 (Int. Cl. 6). 2-26-52. 

A JOLLY DOLL. Cl. 22 (Int. Cl. 28). 2-26-52. 

TRENTON. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl, 29). 2-26-52. 

SHAKEPROOF. Cl. 23 (Int. Cl. 7). 3~4-52. 

PARALLEL. Cl. 37 (Int. Cl. 16). 3-11-52. 

MC CALL’S. Cl. 38 (Int. Cl. 16). 

PIN-ON AND DESIGN. Cl. 87 (Int. Cl. 16). 3-11-52. 

THE SAFE FOREMAN. Cl. 38 (Int. Cl. 16). 
3-11-52. 

COMBIOTIC. Cl. 18 (Int. Cl. 5). 3-18-52. 

TANBARK. Cl. 3 (Int. Cl. 18). 3-18-52. 

TOP TASTE. Cl. 46 (Int. Cl. 32). 3-25-52. 

THE NATIONAL BIBLE. Ci. 38 (Int. Cl. 
4-8-52. 

BEETLE BAILEY. Cl. 38 (Int. Cl. 16). 4-8-52. 

BIG BEN BOLT. Cl. 38 (Int. Cl. 16). 4-8-52. 

EL EMBOTELLADOR. Cl. 38 (Int. Cl. 16). 4—8-52. 


BLUE RIBBON. Cl. 19 (Int. Cl. 12). 4-8-—52. 
PRONESTYL. Cl. 18 (Int. Cl. 5). 4-15-52. 
TWINPLEX. Cl. 39 (Int. Cl. 25). 4-22-52. 
INTER-TROP. Cl. 16 (Int..Cl. 2). 4-29-52. 


16). 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS CANCELED 


Section 7(d) 
RECORD-RITE AND DESIGN, Cl. 37. 2-11-64. 
Section 8 


DOG (DESIGN). Ci. 46. 12-29-64. 
MR. THOMSON JR... . PLEASE! Cl. 39. 11-9-65. 


The following registrations issued Nov. 16, 1965 


798,673. 
798,674. 
798,675. 
798,676. 
798,677. 
798,681. 
798,684. 
798,687. 
798,689. 
798,691. 
798,693. 
798,696. 
798,697. 
798,709. 


798,712. 
798,713. 
798,717. 
798,722. 
798,724. 
798,725. 


MAHARANI CHINCHILLA AND DESIGN. Cl. 1. 

CUMULUS. Ci. 1. 

ROGUE. Cl. 1. 

MONTEREY. Cl. 1. 

CUTLASS. Cl. 1. 

V.LP. Cl. 1. 

STONEWOOD. Ci. 2. 

K. Cl. 3. 

PC AND DESIGN. Cl..6, 

POLYSECT. Ci. 6. 

SPRA-DED. Cl. 6. 

CURAGEN. Cl. 6. 

GLY-DAIR. Cl. 6. 

K-M BEST IN ASBESTOS AND DESIGN. Cis. 12 
and 35. 

CHECKMATE. Cl. 12. 

HUNTER-BUILT. Cl. 12. 

TWIN-DRAIN. Cl. 12. 

APPLIKA AND DESIGN. Cl. 12. 

SPANGLAS. Cl. 12. 

INSULCORK. Cl. 12. 


798,728. 
798,729. 
798,733. 
798,735. 
798,738. 
798,739. 


798,743. 
798,746. 
798,747. 
798,751. 
798,752. 
798,753. 
798,755. 
798,756. 


798,768. 
798,774. 
798,779. 
798,788. 


798,784. 


798,789. 
798,791. 
798,793. 
798,794. 
798,795. 
798,796. 
798,802. 
798,804. 
798,805. 


798,812. 


GOLD STANDARD. Ci. 13. 

HOSE-KADDY. Cl. 13. 

CORRO WEAR. Cl. 16. 

AUTO PLAK. Cl. 16. 

Y YPSILON AND DESIGN. Cis. 18 and 44. 

GLOBE ... FOR THE BEST LOVED PETS IN 
THE WORLD. Cl. 18. 

IDO-PHENO-GEL AND DESIGN. Cl. 18. 

SUBOSE. Cl. 18. 

ZOLEX. Cl. 18. 

MACMIRROR. Cl. 18. 

LULLITAL,. Cl. 18. 

NEO-BETA. Cl. 18. 

LEVOXAN. Cl. 18. 

ANDY’S TIRE MART ETC. AND DESIGN. Cis. 
19 and 35. 

PIZZA TWIRL. Cl. 22. 

BETE AND DESIGN. Cl. 22. 

LINEBACKER. Cl. 22. 

A2. Cl. 22. 

CASTEX 5. Cl. 22. 

SYNTHOMER. Cis. 23, 100, and 106. 

ROTO-LIFT AND DESIGN. Cl. 23. 

UNI-GUARD. Cl. 23. 

CYCLO-HONE. Cl. 23. 

PENTA. Cl. 23. 

PLAS-STACK HSP. Cl. 23. 

CY AND DESIGN. Cl. 27. 

LIGHTNING. Cl. 34. 

L’EAU AND DESIGN. Cl. 34. 

BRANSTOCK BOOKS. Cl. 38. 
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798,813. CLYDE. Cl. 38. 

798,814. GI JOE AND DESIGN. Cl. 38. 

798,817. PLEXIGLAS WORLD. Cl. 38. 

798,821. SPOTLIGHT. Cl. 38. 

798,822. ASK DOROTHY DRAPER. Cl. 38. 

798,824. THE DARK FORUM AND DESIGN. Cl. 38. 

798,827. DIPLOMAT. Cl. 38. 

798,829. BRIDGE-ETTE. Cl. 38. 

798,831. COLLEEN. Cl. 38. 

798,882. DETECTIVE COMICS AND DESIGN. Ci. 38. 

798,833. CURTAIN CALL. Cl. 38. 

798,834. AMY VANDERBILT. Cl. 39. 

798,836. -WOOD-STREAM. Cl. 39. 

798,837. LEO THE DANCING LION AND DESIGN. Cl. 39. 

798,838. BREST-X. Cl. 39. 

798,841. JEANNE CRAIN. Cl. 39. 

798,845. SOLO STAY. Cl. 40. 

798,846. D’ORABLE, Cl. 40. 

798,850. OPEN-END COORDINATES. Cl. 42. 

798,851. ARIETTA. Cl. 42. 

798,852. SS ETC. Cl. 42. 

798,864. CULINA. Cl. 46. 

798,870. GOLDEN GALLON. Cl. 46. 

798,874. STOLLER BRAND FRIDAY FRANKS AND DE- 
SIGN. Cl. 46. 

798,876. PARMAZETTE. Cl. 46. 

798,877. COQUETTES. Cl. 46. 

798,878. STRAWBERRY SUNDAE. Cl. 46. 

798,881. I'M THE GREATEST. Cl. 46. 

798,888. DALEKS. Cl. 46. 

798,894. WHIMS. Cl. 49. 

798,895. LLUVIA DE ORO. Cl. 49. 

798,897. TWO ARROWS ETC. AND DESIGN. Cl. 50. 

798,900. STYLIZED LETTERS UT. Cl. 50. 
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798,901. GLAMOUR TAG. Cl. 50. 

798,902. VISIONELL. Cl. 50. 

798,910. DEEP ROSE AND DESIGN. Cl. 51. 

798,913. SCORE. Cl. 51. 

798,915. NOVADERM. Cl. 51. 

798,921. SANITOL CELEBRITY. Cl. 52. 

798,923. FRENZY. Cl. 52. 

798,925. EMCOR, INC. TRUST IN KNOWLEDGE AND 
SERVICE AND DESIGN. Cl. 52. 

798,926. LADY MACBETH. Cl. 52. 

798,928. HOWARD JOHNSON’S RAPID RESERVATION 
SERVICE AND DESIGN. Cl. 100. 

798,931. MISS TELEVISION. Cl. 101. 

798,932.. GOLF BALL AND TEE (DESIGN). Cl. 101. 

798,937. TELLER-VISION. Cl. 102. 

798,943. THE BANK THAT DOES A LITTLE MORE FOR 
YOU. Cl. 102. 

798,945. THE KEY TO GOD'S TREASURY. Cl. 102. 

798,949. THEATREVISION. Cl. 104. 

798,953. EVER-LINED IS EVER LASTING AND DESIGN. 
Cl. 106. 

798,954. VUCOTE. Cl. 106. 

798,955. WIDENING HORIZONS TOURS FOR TEENS AND 
DESIGN. Cl. 107. 


798,956. MELODY FUN. Cl. 107. 


798,960. ORDER OF THE GOLDEN TOQUE AND DESIGN. 
Cl. 200. 


Section 18 


816,895. MASERATI ETC. AND DESIGN. Cl. 19. 10-18-66. 
817,298. 0.8.C.A. ETC. AND DESIGN. Cl. 19. 10-25-66. 
848,614. INFORMATIC. Cl. 26, 5-7-68. 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS AMENDED, 
DISCLAIMED, CORRECTED, ETC. 


288,677. THE BOSTON BRACE. Cl. 39. 11-3-31. George 
Frost Company, Shirley, Mass. Amended: In the statement, 
column 1, line 17, “Brace” is deleted and Braces is inserted, 
and the drawing is amended to appear as follows: 


554,802. BLOOKER’S. Cl. 46. 2-12-52. Blooker’s Cacao- en 
Chocolade-Fabrieken N.V. Koninklijke Cacao- en Chocolade- 
fabrieken Blooker N.V., Bussum, Netherlands. The drawing 
is amended to appear : 


BLOOKER 


734,288. MARGO AND DESIGN. Cl. 46, 7-10-62. Patterson 
Canning Company, Patterson, Calif. Restricted under the 
provisions of Sec. 18 of the Trademark Act of 1946 to that 
area of the United States Excluding the States of Illinois 
and Missouri, by order of the Commissioner dated January 
4, 1972 following decision in Concurrent Use Proceeding 
No. 843, Pacific Vegetable Oil Corporation, assignee, by 
mesne assignment, of Drew Foods Corp. v. Tillie Lewis 
Foods, Inc., assignee, by merger and change of name, of 
Patterson Canning Company. : 

773,570. AMT AND DESIGN. Cl. 22. 7-21-64. AMT Corpo- 
ration, Troy, Mich. Corrected: In the statement, column 1, 
line 1, “Michigan” should be deleted and Delaware should 
be inserted. 

775,483. DIXIE HOME. Cl. 46. 8-18-64. Dixie Grain Com- 
pany, Shelbyville, Tenn. Corrected: In the statement, col- 
umn 1, line 1, “Co., Inc.” should be deleted and Company 
should be inserted. 


793,723. JOY SEE. Cl. 46. 83-65. A. Goodman & Sons, Inc., 
Long Island City, N.Y. Corrected: In the statement, column 
2, line 1, after “mein” noodles should be inserted. 

806,068. INARCO. Cl. 50. 3-22-66. International Artware 
Corporation, Cleveland, Ohio. Amended: In the statement, 
column 2, lines 1 through 5, the description of goods is 
deleted and decorative articlese—namely, artificial plants 
and flowers of molded plastic, ceramic figures and decorative 
novelties for the home and holiday «se is inserted. 

810,320. AQUA-SURF. Cl. 6. 6-28-66. Milchem papeeverates, 
Houston, Tex. Amended to — 


AQUASURF 


899,871. K2R AND DESIGN. Cl. 52,.9-29-70. Chemiro AG, 
St. Gallen, Switzerland. Amended: In the statement, col- 
umn 2, lines 2 and 3, “, upholstery, carpets and wall paper” 
is deleted. 

906,422. TAMPER PRUF AND DESIGN. Cl. 2. 1-19-71. 
Greif Bros. Corporation, St. Paul, Minn. Corrected: In the 
statement, column 1, line 1, “Minnesota” should be deleted 
and Delaware should be inserted. 

908,944. LITTLE INDIAN. Cl. 17. 3-2-71. Brown & Wil- 
liatmon Tobacco Corporation, Louisville, Ky. Corrected: In 
the ‘statement, column 1, line 1, “Kentucky” should be de- 
leted and Delaware should be inserted. 

910,973. SADDLE TRAMPS. Cl. 39. 4-6-71. Penobscot Shoe 
Company, Boston, Mass. Corrected: In the statement, col- 
umn 1, line 1, “Massachusetts” should be deleted and Maine 
should be inserted. 


921,325. WOODY AND DESIGN. Cl. 102. 9-28-71. Wood 
County Bank, Parkersburg, W. Va. Correeted: In the state- 
ment, column 1, line 1, “Country” should be deleted and 
County should be inserted. 


921,427. CLEAN 'N TREAT. Ci. 18. 10-65-71. Pharmaco, 
Inc., Kenilworth, N.J. Corrected: In the statement, column 
1, line 1, “Parmaco” should be deleted and Pharmaco 
should be inserted. 
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922,248. AKZONA. Cl. 18. 10-19-71. Organon Inc., West 
Orange, N.J. Corrected: In the statement, column 2, line 1, 
“hormome” should be deleted and hormone should be in- 
serted. 

922,596. CANDLELIGHT DINNER PLAYHOUSE. Cl. 107. 
10-19-71. Candlelight Dinner Playhouse Summit, Inc., by 
change of name from Summit Candlelight Dinner Playhouse 
Inc., Summit, Ml. Corrected: In the statement, column 1, 
line 1, after “Playhouse” Summit should be inserted. 

922,747. VIGGAAH. Cl. 22. 10-26-71. MM Industries, Inc., 
by change of name from MM Distributing Company Incor- 
porated, St. Paul, Minn. Corrected: In the statement, co!- 
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umn 2, line 2, “gold” should be deleted and goel should be 
inserted. 


922,909. CLARENE. Cl. 52. 10-26-71. BASF Wyandotte Cor- 
poration, by merger and change of name from Wyandotte 
Chemicals Corporation, Wyandotte, Mich. Corrected: In the 
statement, column 1, line 2 should be deleted and 1609 
Biddle Ave. should be inserted. 


922,953. NCI AND DESIGN. Cl. 101-102. 10-26~71. National 
Credits, Inc., Huntington, W. Va. Corrected: In the state- 
ment, column 1, line 1, before ‘Virgin’ »* West should | = 
inserted. 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS—NEW CERTIFICATES 


New Certificates issued under sections 7(c), 7(f), 7(g) of the Trademark Act of 1946 for the unexpired term 
of the original registrations. 


797,165. TROY. Cl. 25. Weiser Company. 10—5—65. New Cert. 
Sec. 7(c) to Norris Industries, Inc., South Gate, Calif. 
805,330. SE-LIN. Cl. 52. Scientific Advances, Inc. 3-8—66. 

New Cert. Sec. 7(c) to Gaylord Bros., Inc., Liverpool, N.Y. 
812,953. SE-LIN, Cl. 23. Selentific Advances, Inc. 8-16-66. 
New Cert. Sec. 7(¢c) to Gaylord Bros., Inc., Liverpool, N.Y. 
911,978. COLLINSIANA. Cl. 3. Collins of Texas, Inc. 6—8—71. 
New Cert. Sec. 7(c) to Collins of Texas, a Division of Tandy 
Corporation, Medina, Tex. 


911,979. EC. Cl. 3. Collins of Texas, Inc. 6—8—71. New Cert. 
Sec. 7(c) to Collins of Texas, a Division of Tandy Corpo- 
ration, Medina, Tex. 


915,709. SE-LIN. Cl. 37. Automata Corporation. 6-29-71. 
New Cert. Sec. 7(c) to Gaylord Bros., Inc., Liverpool, N.Y. 


918,345. COLLINS OF TEXAS. Cl. 3. Collins of Texas, Inc. 
8-17-71. New Cert. Sec. 7(¢c) to Collins of Texas, a Divi- 
sion of Tandy Corporation, Medina, Tex. 





REGISTRATIONS PUBLISHED UNDER SEC. 12(c) 


The following marks registered under the act of 1905, or the act of 1581, are published under the provisions of section 
12(c) of the Trademark Act of 1946. These registrations are not subject to opposition but are subject to cancellation 


under section 14 of the act of 1946. 


Class 12 — Construction Materials 


310,222. Feb. 13, 1934. Quigley Company, Inc., New York, 
N.Y. Pub. by registrant. 


HEARTH-CRETE 


For Monolithic Furnace Lining. 





Class 18 — Medicines and Pharmaceutical 
Preparations 


392,327. Dec. 23, 1941. BE. R. Squibb & Sons, New York, N.Y. 
Pub. by E. R. Squibb & Sons, Inc., New York, N.Y. 


Microcaps 


For Capsules Containing Potent Therapeutic Agents, Es- 
pecially Vitaminic Preparations. 


dass 39 — Clothing 


289,610. Dec. 1, 1931. Aronson-Caplin Company, Inc., New 
York, N.Y. Pub. by Charles Komar & Sons, Seamprufe Cor- 
poration, New York, N.Y. 


“SEAMPRUFE” 


For Women’s Apparel Comprising Slips, Bloomers, Petti- 


coats, Nightgowns, Pajamas, Chemises, Stepins, and Panties 


(Int. Cl. 25). 





Gass 42—Knitted, Netted, and Textile 
Fabrics, and Substitutes Therefor 


255,879. - Apr. 30, 1929. McCallum & Craigie Limited, High 


Blantyre, Scotland. Pub. by registrant. 


LAN-AIR-CEL 


For Woolen Blankets (Int. Cl. 24). 
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Class 44—Dental, Medical, and Surgical 
Appliances 


205,740. Nov. 17, 1925. Aktiebolaget Stille-Werner, Stock- 
holm, Sweden. Pub. by registrant. 


<STILLEX 


SWEDEN 


For Instruments and Apparatus of All Kinds of Chirurgical, 
Sanitary, Medical, and Dental Purposes, Artificial Limbs, 
Manicure and Pedicure Implements, Massage Apparatus, Elec- 
tromedical and Electrotherapeutical Apparatus. 








| 
i 





INDEX OF REGISTRANTS 


JANUARY 4, 1972 
(Registered ; Renewed ; Canceled ; Amended, Disclaimed, Corrected, ete. ; New Certificates ; 12c Publications.) 


ames Industries, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. 552,975, ren. 1-4—72. 
AMBAC Industries, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. 554,299, ren. 14-72. 
AMF, Inc., New York, N.Y. 554,195, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 22. 
AMT’ Corpo rporation, Trop, Mich. 773,570, cor. Cl. 22. 

aS ipdastries, ne. ingsport, Tenn. 926,378, pub. 10—19— 


A-T-0, Inc, Willoughby, Ohio. 83,968, ren. 14-72. Cl. 23. 
Abbott t Laboratories, ‘orth Chicago, Ill. 926,397, pub. 10-19- 


Abeo, ye pheaanoite. Pa. 798,697, canc. Cl. 
Aeme United Corp., Bridgeport, Conn. 548,260, ‘rai 1—4-72. 


CL. 23. 

semeee Fy, ~ FS Caicase, 2B. 798,837, canc. Cl. 39. 
Cait 0 . 10-1971. Cl. 101. 

A retream Pro mBroduets, Be. Phia, Pa. 926,458, pi. 


Aktiebolaget a PD rrerrograze rps Stockholm, Sweden. 


798,795, 
Aktiebo! Stille-Werner, Stockholm, Sweden. 205,740, 
new ce: 
Aktiebo! t Stockholm: Pogocutneari Kristinehamn, Swe- 
den. 926 oat. pub. 10-19-71, Multiple Class (Classes 2 
vem we a Inc., Wichita Falls, Tex. 926,585, 
pub. 10-19-71. 


Alcon Labora oites, a Fort Worth, Tex. 926,443, pub. 


let Salen, Ital 926, 529. pub, 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 
ed Mills, Spd. Mas Chicago, th. 732, eane. Cl. 46. 
Allies & he, | Co., The ester, NY. 550,687, ren. 1-4~72. 


All Steel Equipment, Inc., Aurora, Ill. 551,458, ren. 1-4—72. 


Al pha Gamma Rho Fraternity, Des Plaines, Ill, 926,588, pub. 
0-19-71. Cl. 200. 
americna Can Co., Greenwich, Conn. 926,354, pub. 10-19-71. 


American Dietetic Association, The, Chicago, Ill. 926,587, 
pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 

—— bot Products Corp., New York, N.Y. 552,680, ren. 

American Home Products Corp., New York, N.Y. 926,405-6, 
pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 18. 

er Institute of Chefs, Columbus, Ohio. 798,960, canc. 


American Maid Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill. 552,059, ren. 14-72. 
American Metal Climax, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,713, canc. 


12. 
American Self-Protection Association, Inc., from Evan 
Baltazzi, Brookfield, Ill. 926,581, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. iT. 
America’s Protective Ordnance Corp., Charleston, W. Va. 
926, 371, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 9. 
Amfre-Grant, Inc.. Brooklyn, N.¥. 798,753, cane, Cl. 18. 
Approved Pharmaceutical ‘Orp. : Bee— 
Beech-Nut, Inc. 

Ang * Corp., Los Alamitos, Calif. 926,503, pub. 10-19-71. 


46. 

—_ t Merchandising Corp., New York, N.Y. 550,396, 
—4-72. Cl. 39. 

Asmoar & Co., Sijcoes. x 798,674—7, canc. Cl. 

Armour & Co., —— 1. 926,541, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 

Armour-Dial, Inc., feago, Til. 926,518-21, pub. 10-19-71. 


Cl. 46. 
Armstrong Cork Co., Lancaster, Pa. 798, uae, cane. Cl. 
Ashland Oil, Inc., Ashland, Ky. $26,385, pub. i “igri cl 75. 
Atracta Wax Corp., Chicago, Ill. 798,693, canc. 
Automata Corp, to Gaylord can Bees. Inc., Liverpool, N.Y. 915,- 
709, new cert. Cl. 37. 
Avondale Industries, Inc., Avondale, Pa, 926,532, pub. 10—-19- 


BASF Wyandotte Corp., from Wysadette Chemicals Corp., 
ae owe Yes 922,909, cor. 
G. Corp., Fleetwood, “Pa. 926,510, pub. 10~19-71. 


Beldwie-Green, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. 926,556, pub. 10-19-— 
71. Cl. 50. 


Baltazzi, Evan S8.: See— 
American Self-Protection Association, I 
Barbara’s Tours for Tots & Teens, San Francisco, Calif. 926,- 
578, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 105. 
Bartley & Lloyd Corp., Rocky River, Ohio. 556,313, ren. 1-4— 


r Laboratories, Inc., Morton Grove, Ill. 926,360, pub. 


10-19-71. Cl. 6. 
Beech-Nut, Inc., = York, N.Y., from A ti- 
. 926,564, pul 


proved Pharmaceu 
eal Corp., Syracuse, N. 10-19-71. Cl. 51. 
my. aaa Products Co.,, Los prodcy Calif. 798,876, canc. 


Belknap, Inc., Louisville, Ky. 557,394, ren. 1-4~72. Cl. 19. 

Benedictine Fathers Corp. of Benet Lake, Wisconsin, d.b.a. Our 
jaa of Guadalupe Benedictine Mission Priory, Pecos, 
N. Mex. 926,511, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 


Berkey, William B., Dearborn, Mich. 798,838, canc. Cl. 39. 


Bernat, Emile, & were; Co., Uxbridge, Mass. 926,484, pub. 
10-19-71. Ci. 42 


Kernel Pet F Inc., Chi P. a Seer. canc, Cl. 3. 
Bigelow Sanford = New Gai x NY. cane, Cl. 42. 
Block Cambridge, tng "920.400. pub. 


Ine. 
et ae 
Blooker’s Cacao- Chocolade-Fabrieken N.V. Koninklijke 
Cacao- en Chocoladefabrieken 7 aa N.V., Bussum, Nether- 


lands. 554 Am. 7 {@) 
Blue Steel, Greeley, ¢ Colo. 036, 384, pub. ey Cl. 107. 
Bluedorn, Victor d.b.a. ' The Gates Safety Service, 
por neaten, I I. 556 009, ren. 14-72. 


enw. # Glyan Holt, fundington Sx. tom Erne 
a. Wai vers, on ‘a ‘ 
po gts Cl. 100. 
Bonewits Chemicals, Inc., Burlington, Iowa. 926,433, pub. 
119-11. cl. fs. 
wr 4 Yow, N.Y. 547,628, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. hie 
Bozard, PK Bozard ange re Co., Holly Rid; 
N.C. ion fare ig f- - io10-11, CcL1 
2 


926,345, pub. 10-19-71. Ci, 1. 

lant, | Bela Cynwyd, Pe 5283 395-6, pub. 10-i9— 

pbk tie oy. New — N.Y. 550,040, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 18. 
Bristol-Myers s Compa ~ York, N.Y. 798,913, cane. Cl. 51. 

Broderna Tysklind A , Insjon, Sweden. 798,774, canc. 


Brown & Williamson Tobacco Corp., Louisville, Ky. 908,944, 


cor. Cl. 17. 

Brunswick Corp., Chicago, Ll. 798,783, canc. Cl. 22. 

Burlington [| ustries, Ine., Greensboro, N.C. 84,656, ren. 
14-72. Cl. 42. 

Bur ‘on Mills, Inc., Bur! n, Wis. 798,836, canc. 

Burns Preferred, Inc., New York, NY. ose bag > 
oe on! Cl. 1. 


Burr Corp., ~_ Aye N.Y. 926,412, pub. or. Cl. 18. 
C.M.P, ar Candy Pa. 798,684, canc. Cl. 2 
Cable teed indy con ‘ee— 


cadet ‘Boussel, 8.4. o orreme Cauderan, France. 926,476, 
b. 10-19—' 


Cameron-Miller Ban eal ere Co., Chicago, Ill) 926,- 
Pre pub. 10-19-71. 
anadian International Tew Co., Montreal, Canada. 546,923, 
ons rg we 
os t, Dinner rs house Summit, Inc., from Summit 
house, Inc., Summit, Ill. 922,596, 


ay ona. 4 _. Caesar Cardini Foods, Los Angeles, 
ong = Salone polis, Minn. 926,530, pub. 10-19-71. 
Carolina Biolo; Supply Co., Burlington, N.C. 926,445, 
Tech ne y 


pub. est 
Carter’s Ink Co., The, Cambridge, Mass. 292,990, ren. 1~4-72. 


Cl. 52. 
Col ee Corp., Sarasota, Fla. 926,422, pub. 10—19— 
Clarks nan. Shoes Ltd., Somerset, England. 552,261, ren. 


ooan 1. Cl. 
Center Laboratories, Inc., Port Washington, N. Rf 926,401, 


cob. roster Multiple’ Class Classes, 38 and nd 43 et 7 
0. ne., or, a 
10-19-71 Cl. 46. bg —e- “ 


Challenge Cream & aries mem Los Angeles, Calif. 
548, ren. ete Cl. 4 
Cincinnati, Ohio, from W. R. Grace & Co., 
Chemetron { A LF "388,110, rea, saat cl. 52. 
ron ren. 
Asvocates, {88 Houston, Tei 980,008, pad. 16-10- 


71. ee 6. 
Caggtiee AG, St. Gallen, Switzerland. 899,871. Am. 7(d). 


anes Ine., Beacon, N.Y. casees, te: envy moe - 
Cite Ltd., Basel, Switzer! ' $46'358, re 


Ciba’ Lia. Basel, 8 pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 6. 


Cinemobile eres trom ‘Poad Bela yu Inc., 
Cliseotd 834, £58"o. pub boesen 7 4. 76-19-71. 


Closure Corp., Linden, N.J. 926,431, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 23. 
Clyne Brothers, Inc., Troy, Ohio. 798,796, canc. Cl. 23. 
Colgate-Palmolive Co., New York, N.Y. 288,204. Cl. 51. 


Collins of Texas, Inc., to Collins of Texas, a Division of 
eae b= . Tex. 911, ye new cert. Cl. 3. 


of an i et f Texas, a Division of 
CoRaady Com Medina, Tes O18 S56, wee cet Oe, 


Coloreraft Corp., Durham, ae: 926,444, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 26. 

Colt’s, Inc., Hartford, Conn. 926,372, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 9. 

Combustion Byrigment Co., Inc., Parma, Mich. 926,454, pub. 
10-19-71. 84. 


Comet, EnGueteien, Inc., Bensenville, Ill. 926,458, pub. 10—-19- 
Commpuntentions Workers of America, Washington, D.C. 552,- 


068, ren. 1~-4—72. Cl. 100. 


Computer Programmi: Concep Ine., Cincinnati, Ohio. 
982, eanc. Cl. cL 101. ” 


™ 1 











Tu 


Con Agra, Inc., Omaha, vee. soo, 542, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 
Goncele Ine. New York, N.Y COD TA8. ses ren. 1-4-72, Cl. 37. 
Conserves Alimentaires Culina, Thorembais-Les-Begiunes, Bel- 


798,864 cane, Cl. 46. 
Consolidated - Giga Corp., New York, N.Y. 926,392, pub. 
0-19-71. Cl 


Constrecoee © Speciaities, Inc., Cranford, N.J. 926,373, pub. 
10-1 


cork. Gk 12 Floors, = New York, N.Y. 926,376, pub. 10—-19- 
Gore, Houston, Tex., from Covey Corp., Dallas, Tex. 
348, 10-19-71. Cl. 2. 

sts of America, Oklahoma City, Okla. 926,589. 


. Cl. 200. ; 

Cox, Wither aay | ee ars Produets, San Francisco, 
ren. 

crain, Jeanne, Fashions, yy Mechantesburg, Pa. 798,841, 


inc. Cl. 39. 

Crowley . Milk a Inc., Binghampton, N.Y. 926,498, pub. 
rren rols Corp... Hialeah, Fla. 848,614, canc. Cl. 26: 

Gu ; “<= ai Seminole Topco. Tampa, Fia. 
798,768, yoy cl. 


$2 
Cutter Laboratories, Ine., Berkeley, Calif. 798,755, cane. Cl. 
1 
Cate E aepptectes, Inc., Berkeley, Calif. 926,407, pub. 10—19— 
rile. Gl soa Inc., Minneapolis, Minn. 926,446, pub. 


4@.b.a. Dandy Dinners, Boston, Mass. 


Pia6 406. pu b. on ve Cl. 46. 
oe. iris 19 ba. Thermo-Serv Co., Anoka, Minn. 
me 


a pub. 105-71, Cl. 2. 
Delmar Co., from Precision Foods Corp., Minneapolis, 
Minn. 926,527, pub. 10-19-71. °C. 46. 
Den Pharmaceuticals, Inc., d.b.a. Den Pharmaceuticals, Char- 
lotte, N.C. Li, 402, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 18. 
schie, Fritz, St. Augustine, Fla. 798, 794. cane. Cl. 
Deak Ce , d.b.a. Stevenco, Los Angeles, Calif. Soe 358, 
ub. ere! 1. Cl. 2. 
DeWoody-C: -Cross Co’ Houston, Tex. 798,735, canc. Cl. 16. 
ostic Seeaeen” Inc., Morristown, N.J. 926,569, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 


100. 
Digital Scientific: Corp., San Diego, Calif. 926,437, pub. 6-8- 
Di lomat Publications, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,827, cance. 


Divie Grain Co., Shel le, nee 775,483, cor. Cl. yee. 
Draper, an New York, N.Y. 798,822, cance. Cl. 

D L. ane. ee Tire Mart. Wisconsin 
LS ides, wis. 798,756, canc. Multpile Class (Classes 19 


35 

Drive-In ‘Pneatre Mfg. Co., Inc., Kansas City, Kans. 553,685, 
ren. 1—4-72. Cl. 

pete ea Ltd., Birmingham, England. 550,981, ren. 

Du eo = wy. E. L., & Co., Wilmington, Del. 292,875, 
ren 

Du Pont de Nemours, EB. I., & Co., Wilmington, Del. 555,085, 
ren. 1-4—72. Cl. 43. 

Dylakor Computer ayaees, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. 926 571, 
pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 101. 

Dynamic Seertee Networks, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,949, 
cance. 

Eastman Kodak Co., Rochester, N.Y. 926,485-—6, pub. 10—19- 

43. 

Berea kilos Corp., Brooklyn, N.Y. 926,361, pub. 10-19-71. 

Educational f2grainates, Palo Alto, Calif. 926,582, pub. 
10-19-71. 

Electric a : wee Inc., Ferndale, Mich. 926,419, pub. 

71 1 

Biectric Reel Corp. of America, Inc., White Bear Lake, Minn. 
926,426-7, pub. 1-26-71. Ci. 32. 

Ellis, Ann. New York, N.Y. 551 ren. 1-472. Cl, 2. 

Emcor, Inc., Des Plaines, Tl. a i28, cane. Cl. 52. 

Emenee Industries, Inc., - York, N.Y, 798,784, cane. Cl. 22. 
Epolux Mfg. Corp., Astoria ,202, ren. 14-72. Cl. 6. 


Erving’s Hatcheries, Inc., Wintock. Wash. 798,681, canc, Cl. 1. 
ianin’, Pie Corp., Richmond, Va. 926,468, pub, 10-19-71. 


Cl. 37. 
Etabifesements A. J. & M. Pradet & Cie, Saint-Jean de la Ruelle 
(Loiret), ~~ wy 926,430, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 22. 
Etablissements A. J. & M. Pradet & Cie, | Jean de la Ruelle, 
Loiret, France. 473, pub. 10—19— 39. 
ee eee 
ance. 
Evangelleal Ch Church Building Corp., South Bend, Ind. 798,945, 
canc. 
E Lined id Ine., New York, N.Y..798.953, cance, Cl. 106. 
Executrans, Inc. New York, N.Y. 926,573, pub. 10-19-71. 
CL. 10 


Cc San Jose, Calif. 551,179, ren. 1-4-72. 26. 
Fentimany elmo D , dba, Fentiman’s Meat House, Ca 
Colo. 926,526. 
Ferro Corp., Cleveland, Ohio. 926,342, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 1 
Finkel Umbrella Frame Co.. Inc.; The, New York, N.Y. 554,- 


677, ren. 1-4—72. Cl 
Flanders Filters, Inc., Washington, D.C. 926,450, pub. 10-19— 


71. Cl. 31. 
Flow Laboratories, Inc., Rockville, Md. 926,369, pub. 10—19- 
71. Cl 


Foremost-McKesson, Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 549,234, ren. 
1—4-72. Cl. 46. 

Fosdick Corp., Meriden, Conn. 926,574, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 
101. 


Voiron Isere, 


Fouad Said Productions, Inc. :See— 
Cinemobile Systems, Inc. 
4-F Foods Ltd., Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada. 926,- 
509, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 4 46. 


INDEX OF REGISTRANTS 


*J0-10-T1. Cl, 60 Ine., The, Franklin Center. Pa. 926,557, pub. 
Frost, an Pk Cie Co. Shirley, Mass. 288,677. Am. 7(d). Cl. 39. 
’ Segonzac, France. 926,551, pub. 10-19-71. 


aie “doun, Wageeuvtin Calif. 555,018, ren. 1—-4—72. Cl. 22. 
«eines ~ York, N.¥. 550,020, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 6. 
1 Corp., Ardsley, N.Y. 926,366, pub. 10-19-71. 


* Y or Corp., White Plains, N.Y. 926,506, pub, 10—19— 


Gene: 
71. Cl. 4 
oan y JE Co., St. Louis, Mo. 553,326-7, ren. 1—4-72. 


General Nutrition Corp., d.b.a. Natural Sales Co., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 926,400, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 18. 

General Mills Chemicals, Inec., Minneapolis, Minn. 926,495. 
pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 45. 

bear ot gd Inc., Minneapolis, Minn. 926,546—7, pub. 10—19- 

Glaser Bros., Los Angeles, Calif., from Cable Car bad Co., 

ag Dee. Calif. 926,500, pub. 10-19-71. Cl, 
Good Earth bore Foods, Ine., New York, N.Y. 926 18, Pub. 


hy cl. 
oaemen, 4 . & Sons, Inc., Long Island City, N.Y. 793,723, cor. 


cL 
wy Bakers, Inc., Linden, N.J. 926,499, pub. 10—19-71. 
Se Oklahoma City, Okla. 926,455-6, pub. 10— 
gore, 203. aden, England. 798,923, cane. Cl. 52. 
gg See— 
eneChemed 


er me eh rir Co., Cambridge, Mass. 546,657, ren. 1—4—72. 
Granite ‘City Steel Co., Granite City, Il. 798,717, canc. Cl. 12. 
Green’s Fuel, Ine., Sarasota, Fla. 926,449, pub. 10-19-71. CI. 


31. 
Cas Fuel, Inc., Sarasota, Fla. 926,457, pub. 10-19-71. C!. 


Greif Bros. Corp., St. Paul, Minn, 906,422, cor. Cl. 
er ity, Inc., Chicago, Ill. $26,459-60, cake 10-19-— 
Hammermill Paper Co.: See— 
Saxon Industries, Inc. 
, YE Products Corp., New York, N.Y, 798,877, canc. 


——, Corp., The, New York, N.Y. 557,358—4, ren) 1—4~—72. 
Heileman, G puswing Co., Inc., La Crosse, Wis. 926,550, pub. 


10-19-71. Cl 

Hell’s Angels Motorcycle Club, Inc., The, Los Angeles, Calif. 
926,590, pub. 10—19~—71. Cl. 200. 

= ax & Sons, Inc., New Orleans, La. 798,850, canc. 

= Inc., Hartford, Conn. 926,528, pub. 10—19-71.° Cl. 


New York, N.Y. 554,710, ren. 1—4—72. 

Hooker Chemical Corp., Niagara Falls, N.Y. 926,341, pub. 

10-19-71. Cl. 1. 
Hortex, Inc., El Paso, Tex. 553,845, ren. 14-72. Cl. 
Houston Foods, Inc. :’ See— 

Houston Foods. Ine. (Ltd.). 

Houston Foods, Inc. (Ltd), from Houston Foods, Inc., Chi- 

eago, Ill. 926, ‘son ub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 
Houston Post a he, Houston, Tex. 798,821, cane. Cl. 38. 
—s= H. D., Mfg. Co., Chicago, Ill. 551,542, ren. 1-4~72. 
a aifoemanen, Inc., Warminster, Pa. 926,421, pub. 7—20- 


Hygtade "ee, Eveducte Corp., Southfield, Mich. 554,876, ren. 
1-472. Cl. 4 


INH, Inc., hMilwankee Wis. 926,558, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 50. 
Mlinots Tool Works, Inc., Chicago, Til. 555,592, ren. 1-4~72. 


2 
tier Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,483, pub. 10-19-71. 


. (4 

Indian Head, Inc., New York, N.Y., from Information Han- 
dling, ge Inc., Englewood, Colo. 926,566, pub. 10—19-- 

Information Handling Services, Inc.: See— 

Indian Head, Inc. 
we Yen Co., New York, N.Y. 551,752, ren, 1—4-72. 
Inmont ‘Corp., New York, N.Y. 546,133, ren. 1—4—72. Cl. 11. 
cee en es Artware Corp., Cleveland, Ohio. 806,068. Am. 
a a Grain, inc., Dallas, Tex. 926,340, pub. 10—19- 


New York, N.Y. 558,352, ren. 


Holophane Co., Inc., 
Cl. 34. 


International Paint Co., Inc., 
1-4-72. Cl. 16. 


Interstate Industries, Inc. : See— 
bones § ro-Chemical, Inc. 


Jelenko, J. F., & Co., Inc.: See— 
Pennwalt Corp. 
Jetzon Tire & Rubber Co., Inc., Bridgeport, Conn. 926,463, 


10-19-71. Cl. 35. 
Johns-Manville Corp., New York, N.Y. 798.724, cane, Cl. 12. 
Johnson, H. Lab,, Inc, New York, N.Y. 926,489, pub. 

10-19-71. Cl. “44. 
N.J. 926,414—-5, pub. 


Johnson & “a New Brunswick, 
10-19-71. 18. 
ba a. 4 & Johnson, New Brunswick, N.J. 926,472, pub. 10—19— 


or o? Johnson, New Brunswick, N.J. 926,491, pub. 10—19- 


Joneses, 8 8. C., & Son, Inc., Racine, Wis. 925,355, pub. 10—19-— 
Johnson’s, Howard, Motor Lodges, Inc., 
798,928, canc. Cl. 100. 


Wollaston, Mass. 


oe RIN 
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Inc,, New York, N.Y, 555,349, 1-4-72, Cl. 22. 


Jolly Toys, 
Jones-Zylon, Inc., West Latayetie, Ohio. 926.349, pub. 10-19- 


tile Afiminum s Chemical Corp., Oakland, Calif. 555,342, 


t 

Kang, ¥ cong. 8. Syrereree stic ena Co., New York, 
2: 

Kansas Pied Chie icken, Inc., Broux N.Y. 926,513, pub. 10-19— 


1. Cl. 46. 
Kao oe ag Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. 926,531, pub. 10-19- 


cl 
LR Corp,, New York, N.Y. 551,774, ren. 1-4-72. cL 


Keller Publishing Corp., Great Neck, N.Y. 557,364, ren. 1-4- 
2. 

cee y-Springteld, Tr Tire Co., The, Cumberland, Md. 551,104, 
Kent. Sporting ) e Co., Ashland, Ohio. 926,428, pub. 10—19- 


71. 22. 

King, John, > Son Ltd., Glasgow, Scotland. 551,197, ren. 
1-4-7 

ar. «oe Corp., The, Tolland, Conn. 554,447, ren. 1-4-—72. 


Kleer-Vu Industries, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,846, cance. Cl. 
40. 


Knomark, Inc., Jamaica, N.Y. 926,356, pub. 10-19-71. % 4. 

Komar, Charles, & Sons, Seamprufe ‘orp., New York, N.Y. 
289,610, 12(c)} a 1-4-72. Cl. 39. 

Koninklijke Zaaizaadbedrijven Gebroeders Sluis N.V., d.b.a. 
Royal Enkhuizen, Netherlands. 926,344, pub. 10-19- 
71. Cl. 


Kosch Co., Columbus, Nebr. 798,793, canc. Cl. 23. 

Kraftco Corp.. Chicago, Ill. 926 525  naes 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 

La Flor Products ‘o., Ine., Brook yn, N.Y. 926,512, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 

La Lanne, Inc., Haitywood, Calif. 926,599. Cl. 46. 

Laher Le &™ & Miectrts Car Corp., Oakland, Calif. 550,436, 
ren. 

Lagees & eg Co., The, Cleveland, Ohio, 798,728, canc. 

13. 


Lane Ltd., New York, N.Y. 926,390—1, ba 10-19-71. Cl. 17. 
Lark Luggage Corp., New York, N.Y. 798,824, cance. Cl. a8. 
Lest Brands, Inc., Chicago, Ill. 798,888, canc. ‘cl. 46. 
Lef Edward H., d.b.a. Leftwich Co., Duquesne, Pa. 
798,910, canc. Cl. 51. 
Leslie Salt Co., San Francisco, Calif. 926,538. Cl. 46 
Lever Brothers Co., New York, N.Y. 288,262, ren, 1-472. 


Cl. 46. 
Lever prethers Co., New York, N.Y. 926,545, pub. 10-19-71. 
Cl. 4 


Lily Mills Co., Shelby, N.C. 289,813, ren. 1-4—72. Cl. 43. 

Lindrup, John Everett, 4d.b.a. The International Miss Tele- 
vision Pageant Co., New York, N.Y. 798,981, cance. Cl. 101. 

Litton Industrial Systems, Inc., Passaic, N.J. 549,790) ren. 
1-4-72. Cl. 35. 


Litton Industrial Systems, Inc., Passaic, N.J. 551,054, ren. 
1-4-72. Cl. 35. 
Lege, Sao, Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,478, pub. 10-19- 


Londes. Records, Inc., New York, N.Y. 551,446, ren. 1-4—72. 


Leng, “Arthur, : Long Bank Note Co., Atlanta, Ga. 764,- 
cane. C 
Lucky Stores, — San Leandro, Calif. 926,549, pub. 10—19- 


Ludwick, Greer, Orange Calif. 926,555, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 50. 

Lyon, John M a. LCS S$ Company, Minneapolis. Minn, 798,- 
804, cane. Ci. 3 

Lyons Band + Co., Ine., Chicago, Tl. 798,956, cance. 


107. 
M. K. Products, Inc., Santa Ana, Calif. 926,461-2, pub. 10- 
re Cl. 34. 
M M Industries, Inc., from M M Distributing Co. Inc., 
Paul, Minn. 922,747, cor. Cl. 22. 
Maidenform, Inc., New York, N.Y. 289,828, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 


39. 
Maidenform, Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,480, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 


39. 

Major Watch Case International Corp., New York, N.Y. 798.- 
802, cance. Cl. 27. 

Mannewitz, Fritz, K.G., Ehlerhausen uber Lehrte, Germany. 
798,722, canc. Cl. 12. 

Manufacturers’ Agents National Association, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 926,594—5, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 200. 

Manufacturers Buyers Corp.. d.b.a. Manufacturers Buyers 
Co-Op, Charlotte, N.C. 926,586, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 200. 

Max Gave, Inc., Taylorsville, Miss. 926,475, pub. 10-19-71. 


Marion ‘Laboratories, Inc., Kansas City, Mo. 926,416, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 18. 
Maghegre Co., Ine., The, East Rutherford, N.J. 798,696, cane. 
ar id Co., The, New York, N.Y. 555,927, ren. 
McCallum & Calais id ida, am Blantyre, Scotland. 255,879, 
meme pub. 1-4-72 
lien, Jesse R., ‘aba. ent s Spanish Village. Dallas, 
Tex. 926,497, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 


McIntyre, E. Lowe, Kent, Ohio. 798, 805, Cl. 34. 
aegrar- Inc., Minneapoiis, Minn. 926, “1. yeh. 10-19-71. 


Medicinal Research Laboratories Ine., Philadelphia, Pa. 798,- 
747, canc. Cl. 18. 

Raepgitie Mice Corp., New York, N.Y. 926,575, pub. 10-19-71. 

or. mT Co., Ine., Rahway, N.J. 926,399, pub. 10-19-71. 


a Corp., Maywood, N.J. 926,559, pub. 10-19-71. 


T™ mw 


Metalcote Grease & Oil Co., St. Paul, Minn. 926,383, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 15. 
Mindichroobe Lancabter, Ine., Brooklyn, N.Y. 926,563, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 51. 
= Coo; ae. ae ee iis, Minn. 926,596. Multi- 
Class (Classes 1 3. i: 12, 13, 14, 16, is 
To, Si, a2, 30, 33 2b, bo." ai, 82.88 35, 37, 38. 39; 
, 52, 1 00, 108, and 1 
Midian’ Trterhational ‘Corp., ym Midland International 
Sorp-, North Kansas City, "Mo. 926,435, pub. 12-8-70. Cl. 


2 
Midland joterma tional Corp., from Midland International 
ye. § orth Kansas City, Mo, 926,452, pub. 12—-1-—70. Cl. 


Midland intertetional ont a Midland International 

Kansas City, ub. 12—1-70. Cl. 5. 

Midland International Corp., ——— Midland ote er 
Corp., North Kansas City, Mo. 926,465-6, 12-8—70. 


36. 
Milchem Inc., Houston, Tex. 810,320. Am. 7(d) Cl. 
an 5 Laboratories, Inc., Elkhart, Ind: 926,411, at 10-19-— 
Miller & Co., Chicago, Ill. 926,363, pub. 10-19~71. Cl. 
wy Onyx Corp., New York, ‘.Y. 926,364, pub. 1o-19- 


71. CL 
Mirror Brignt Polish Co., Pasadena, Calif. 926,384, pub. 10—- 
19-71, Cl, 15. 


Modern iia Appliances Ltd., Loxley, near Sheffield, 
Eagiond. 926,432, pub. 10-19-71. C1. 23, 

Modern W ood Brod oducts Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y. 555,244, ren. 
1-4-72. Cs: 

Mojonnier. & on Inc., Walla Walla, Wash. 926,543, pub. 
0-19-71. Cl. 46: 

Monarch Marking Systems, Inc., Dayton, Ohio. 553,212. 
ren. 1—4-72. Cl. 23. 

Monarch Marking Systems, Inc., Dayton, Ohio. 559,969, ren. 
1-4-72. Cl. 37. 

Morton-Norwich Products, Inc., Chicago, Ill. from Vivonex 
Corp., Mountain View, Calif. $26,507, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 

Moss, Ray Farms, Inc., ‘Chattanooga, ‘enn. 798,870, cane, Cl. 


46. 
Motloid Co. The, Chicago, Ill. 552,600, ren. 1-4—72. Cl. 44. 
bar. ts igual Inc., Minneapolis, Minn. 558; der, ren, 1—4-72. 


Nabisco, Inc., New York, N.Y. 83,889, ren. 1-4—72. Cl. 46. 

National Credits, Inc., Huntington W. Va., 922,953, cor. 
Multiple Class (Classes 101 and 102). 

Nationa cw wey Institute, Inc., Chicago, Ill. 926,470, 
pub. 10-19-71, CL 

National Periodical Pebitcations, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,- 
14, canc. Cl. 38. N.Y F600 


National Periodical Publications, Inc., New York, 
832, canc. Cl. 38. 

National Publishing Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 557,256, ren. 1-4— 

Nelson Studio, The, Nesconset, N.Y. 798,812, canc. Cl. 38. 

Niagara Lu Lubricant Co., Inc., Buffalo, N.¥. 546,907, ren, 1-4— 


Nicolet industries, Inc., Ambler, Pa., 798,709, cance, Multiple 
Class (Cl —ws? 12 and 35). 

Norcross, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,829, canc. s Wea 

Norcross, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,831, canc. Cl. 

Norcross, Inc., New York, N.Y. 798,833. canc. Cl. 

North American Rockwell Corp., Pittsburgh, ig 926,350, 
ub. 10-19-71. Cl. 2. 

Olin Mathieson Chemical Corporation, New York, N.Y. 798,- 
746, canc. Cl. 18. 

Orfevterie Christofle, Paris, France, 926,447, pub. 10-19-71. 


Organon Inc., West Orange, N.J. 922,248, cor. Cl. 18. 
Pom gd Co., The, Toledg, Ohio, 926, 539. pub, 10-19-71. 


Palmer & Co., Sioux City, Iowa. 550,422, ren. 1-4—72. Cl. 46. 

Paramount Distillers, ne., Cleveland, Ohio. 926,552, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 49. 

—. © Co., Detroit, Mich. 926,492, pub. 10-19-71. 


Pattercen Canning Co., Patterson, Calif. 734. 288, cor. Cl, 46. 
Pennwalt Corp., Philadel nia Pa., from J. F, Jelenko & Co.. 
Inc., New ochelle, N. 487, ub. J0-i9-71, Cl. 44. 

Penobscot Shoe Co., ~ chy ss." 910.9 73, Cl, 39. 
Penton ww Co., The, Cleveland’ tht 926, 553, pub. 
10-19-71. CL 
Peshastin Fruit orewers Association, Peshastin, Wash. 553,- 
568, ren. 1-4—72. Cl. 4 
Pet Inc., St. Louis, Mo., © 34.999, ren, 1-4-72. Cl. 46. 
Pet Inc., St. Louis, Mo. "288, 598, ren. 14-72. Cl. 46. 
Petrochemicals Co. Inc., from Petrochemicais Co., Ine., Fort 
pavorth Tex. 926, 365, pub. 10-19-71, Cl. 6. 
Chas. & Co.. Inc., New York, N.Y, 798. 739, cane. Cl. 18. 
Paser, Ine., New York, N.Y. 556,176, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 18. 
Pharene Laboratories, Inc., Los "Angeles, Ca: if, 798,743, eanc. 


Pharmaco, Inc., Kenilworth, N.J. 921,427, cor. Cl. 18. 
ee a Refining & Packaging Corp., Camden, N.J. 926,- 


Pizza Hut, Inc., Wichita, Kans. 926,516, pub. 10-19-71. C1. 46. 


— Coated Textiles La. Montreal, Quebec, da, 926,- 
54, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. wee 


Plast Coating Corp., eg Holyoke, Mass. 798,689, ecanc. 


Plasti-liner Co., Inc., Buffalo, N.Y. 552,480, ren. 1—4~72. Cl. 
Pogo Tool Corp., Dallas, Tex. 798,729, cane. Cl. 13. 


Polichimica Sap Farmaceutici S.p.A., Milan, Italy. 798,751, 
cance. Cl. 18. 


Pollio Dai Products Corp., Brooklyn, N.Y. 551. " 
1-4-72. a. 46. - . os . a 





TM iv 

Mfg. Inc., Valencia, Calif. 926,429, pub. 10-19-71. cl. 

& Talbot, Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 798,712, canc. Cl. 

-Cut Corp., Farmington, Mich. 926,434, pub. 10-19-71. 

a The Lee Potter Co., Glendale, Calif. 798,- 

remtacect Inc, Glen Cove, N.Y, 551,215, ren. 14-72. 
Precision Foods Corp.: See— 

The. 


Delmar 
Prod Sales, Ohio. cane. Cl. 52. 
Polack Rubber Co.; eng’ 840.608, ren. 1—4-72. 


Quaker’ Oats Co., The, Chieago, Ul. 926,548, pub. 10-19-71. 
Cageer Seep CO. Chicago, IL. 926,535-7, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 


raro, Rose, Brooklyn, N.Y. 554,094, ren. 14-72. Cl. 46. 
Co., Ine, New York, XY 310,222, 12(c) pub. 14-72. 


Enterprises, Inc., New Y¥ N.Y. 813, canc, Cl. 38. 
ISK Foods, Ine., New York, N.Y. , pub. 10-19-71. 


needing Research Foundation, Inc., Chicago, Ill, 926,583, 
pub. ang he, Hor 


neat em , Inc, Portland, Oreg. 798,791, canc. 
m.. 24 798,752, cane. Cl. 1 
Relehhol eg ta Plaine N.Y. 926, ee put. 
10-19-71. Cl. 


Relig Richard £ dE, oi a Stamford, Conn. Stamford, Conn. 
Rentainan, Enc.. Broomfield, Colo. 926,576, pub. 10-19-71. 


net . 8., Inc., Cleveland, Ohio. 926,403-4, pub. 10—-19- 
72. Cl. 18. 


a em Salt Lake City, Utah. 926,517, pub. 
1, 
ma mee, Santa Ana, Calif. 926,381 > 3-23-71. Cl. 13. 


Rohm te Haas Co., P! Cl, 38 
Ree erica tional Bt Evanston, "Bn ORAS can Sart to 
Ruepp eS i*- Sarmenstorf, Switzerland. 444,574, ren. 
Mionis one & & Co., Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,479, pub. 
Purina Co. St. Louis, Mo. 926,540, pub. 10-19-71. 
Ralston Purina Co., St. Louis, Mo. 926,544, pub. 10-19-71. 
Random. House, Inc., New York, N.Y. 550,038, ren. 14-72. 
Rap Products Ine., Bay City, Mich. 553,149, ren. 1-4-72. 

Ra Herman H., d.b.a. Rapaport Furs, New York, 
At Sle. Inc., Milwaukee, Wis. 798,897, canc. 
= Webhginie ne South San Francisco, Calif. 

«026,088, pub. oer. @.4 

Wander, Inc., pAb 'N.J. 926,522, pub. 10-19-71. 
Kt Corp., Great Neck, N.Y. 798,921, canc. Cl. 


Saxon Industries, Inc., ew, ons F pent Hammermiill 


87. 


Paper Co = Pa. 926, $b 70. 37. 
Scherer, R. ° >. Corp., from ah, Corp., Seeralt, Mich. 
926,561; erie ern CL 5i. 
rin rp., Kenilworth, N.J. 926,413, pub. 10-19-71. 


Ci. 
ay ec Ferdinand P., Princeton, N.J. 798,894, cane. Cl. 


ba 2, ‘Grams? Ltd., London, England. 926,494, pub. 
Advances, Inc., to lord Bros., Inc., Liverpool, 
pe 4 cones. new cert. Cl. "eg 


tite Advances, Inc. Inc., to Gaylord Bros., Inc., Liverpool, 
wii Mite Co. Co., Waterbury, Conn. 85,277, ren. 14-72. Cl. 


ghaliman Sunshine, Inc., Paterson, N.J. 798,852, canc. Cl. 42. 
Associa’ 


Honey tion Cooperative, d.b.a. Sioux ag 
wy 4 os nas tows, Oe 554,957, Pv 1-4-72. Cl. 46. 
Smith, David 834, ae Cl. 39. 
Societa italy, BU Bo, cat ane , 


Osca, Bolowne’ 
Societa Osca, Bologna, 
Societe Minerve, thevole Haute de Baine F te 927,488, 

scp, 10-19-71. €1 
mon Bros. Co Nev York, N.Y. 798,845, cane. Cl. 40. 
Somerset Lumber & Hardware Co., Somerset, N.J. 926, 374, 
pub, 10-19-71. Cl. 12. 
Paper Co., The, Middletown, Ohio. 555,780, ren. 1—4—72. 


Southland Corp., The, Dallas, Tex. 926,502, pub. 10-19-71. 
Regihwantem ms Corp. hy og Truett Laboratories, Dallas, 


, ren. 1-4— 
Spits. + yy Ge, Ine., The, New York, N.Y. 798,881, cance. Cl. 


Squibb, B. . R., & Sons, Inc., New York, N.Y. 392,327, 12(c) 
pub. 14-72. Cl. 18. 
mx i & Sons, Inc., New York, N.Y. 557,523, ren 1—4— 
Squil & Sons, Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,410, b. 
10-19-71, Pe. 18. ” 


Stadler Packing Co., Ine., Columbus, Ohio, 553,375, ren. 1—4— 
72. Cl. 46. 
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51. 
ee 10-19- 
Starrett, L. S., Co., The, Athol, Mass. 85,923, ren. 1—4-72. 


feratote, lnc, Cor tiend: os oa a oft ces 


71. Cl. 52. 


Stoller Fisheries, Inc., Spirit Lake, Iowa. 798,874, canc. Cl. 
Sturm & Scheinberg, Inc., New York, N.Y. 546,937, ren. 1—4- 
72. Cl. 39. 


Sun Oil Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 926,386, Boo 10-19-71. Cl. 15. 
—- Products Co., St. Louis, Mo.. 777, ren. 1-4-12. 


Cl. 23. 
ee te Tea & Coffee Co., Chicago, Til. 926,524, pub. 10-19— 
“Bel Canning Co., Inc., Port Elizabeth, N.J. 926,501, pub. 
Aktiebo <4 Jungner, Oskarshamn, 


Svenska Ackumulator 
Gene. | + ‘7 ren. 1-4-71. 
wiss Serw Vaccine Institute and Institute for the Re- 
of Infectious Diseases, Berne, Switzerland. 926,408- 


ub. 10-19-71. Cl. 18. 
omer Corp., ree eS ton 798,789, cane. Multiple 


Syn’ 
7 (Classes 23, 100 ) 
TRW, Inc., Cleveland, Ohio. 553,916, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 


19. 
Taylor t Provisions Co., The, Trenton, N.J. 555,372, ren. 1—1- 
Texaco Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,387-9, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 


15. 
Textron, Inc., Providence, R.I. 926,448, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 28. 
ae, Ine. Topeka, 926,534, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 46. 
Thomas Industries Inc., Louisville, Ky. 798,902, canc. Cl. 50. 
Thomson Co., Thomson, Ga. ec. Cl. 39. 

Tilo Co., Ine., Bteatford. Go Conn. eats. ipa, "10-19-71. C1. 12. 
Tiodize 'Co., Inc., Burbank, Calif. 926,580, pub. 10-19-71. 


cl. 
Topps Chewing Gum, Incorporated, Brooklyn, N.Y. 798,878, 
me 
¢ Chewing Gum, Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y. 926,504, pub. 10—19-— 
Total Distribution Plan for America, Inc., Syracuse, N.Y. 
ret. et 10-19-71. Cl. 105. 
rw Industrial Controls, Inc., North Billerica, Mass. 
b . ae. 4e5, pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 26. 
mann, Societe ‘Anonyme, Paris, France. 926,359, 
bis 4 10-19-71. Cl. 6. 
Ungne Sagreee Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y. 546,539, ren. 1—4- 
ones ~ Co., Inc., Brooklyn, N.Y. 926,424, pub. 10-19- 
xs = Bank of Chicago, Chicago, Ill. 798,937, canc. 
Uni Aireraft Corp., East Hartford, Conn. 926,579, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 105. 
Uni os | California Bank, Los Angeles, Calif. 798,943, canc. 
U.S. , i & on™ Corp., Franklin Park, Ill. 926,377, 
pub. 10-19-71. 12. 
United States ae Skating Association, from The United 
a at: he kating Association, Boston, Mass. 926,592, 
a ‘ 
U. A ppnetes, ise” *Rew York, N.Y. 926,382, pub. 10-19-71. 
us. arses Papers, Inc., New York, N.Y. 286,555, 
Has —4-7 
x ears Inc., New York, N.Y. 546,- 


ood-Cham: 
vO 538, bon ren. 1—-4-72. 
ood n mppers, Ine., New York, N.Y. 926,- 


-Champio: 
pub. 10-19-71. Cl. 1 
States yao e Sr. The, Cincinnati, Ohio. 926,477, 


pub. 10-19-71. 
ted States Steel Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa. 926,380, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 12. 

Uniceee Oil, Products Co., Des Plaines, Ill. 926,367, pub. 

Co., The, Kalamazoo, Mich. 926,398, pub. 10-19-71. 

ore The, Kalamazoo, Mich. 926,417, pub. 10-19-71. 

Geom — nest Mt: 8 Lechpert, N.Y. 539,586, ren. 14-72. Cl. 12. 


—— Glynn Holt. 
Usadel pay Maiiatacturers. Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. 798,- 


900, 
Vactite, Palo Alto, Calif. 798,954, canc. Cl. 106 
Vantress Farms, Inc., Duluth, Ga. 550,307, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 
Vaughan’s Seed Co... Downers Grove, Ill.’ 798,901, canc. a 


Venus Esterbrook Corp., New York, N.Y. 287,472, ren. 14-72. 
Victor Comptometer Corp., Chicago, Ill. 926,370, pub. 10-19- 


Vietoria Station Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 926,568, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 100. 
Vintage Homes, Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 926,420, pub. 10-19-71. 


Cl, 19. 
Vi woe Chemicals, Inc., Portsmouth, Va. 926,368, pub. 10—-19- 
Vivonex & : See— 


Morton-Norwich Products, Inc. 
be Products, Inc., Sanford, Maine. 551,595, ren. 1-4~72. 


Weiser Co., to Norris Industries, Inc., South Gate, Calif. 797.- 
165, new cert. Cl. 25. po 


bs ag Corp., The, Englewood, N.J. 553,747, ren. 1—4—72. Cl. 
wee Corp., The, Englewood, N.J. 926,560, pub. 3—4—69. Cl. 


Wells Dairy Co., d.b.a. 


ality 
Mars, Iowa. 926,505, pub. 


io, Guam Novelty Co., Le 
1019-71. Co 


se 


roe enet 
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West Agro-Chemical, Inc., Long Island Ci N.Y., from Inter- 
state Industri ine., d.b.a. Interstate emical Co., Kan- 
sas City, Mo. 926,398, pub. 10-19-71. Ci. 18. 

West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co., New York, N.Y. 798,691, 


eanc. 6. 

Weseammense Electric Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa. 926,423, pub. 
10-19-71. Cl. 21. - - 

White-Haines tical Co., The, Columbus, Ohio. 550,861, ren. 


1-4-72. Cl. 103. 
bok | * noes Corp., New York, N.Y. 926,562, pub. 10-19-— 


71. Cl. 51. 
Widening Horizons, Washington, D.C. 798,955, canc. Cl. 107. 


Wil-Kin, Inc., Athanta, Ga. 926,436 ib. 10-19-71. Cl. 26. 
Wiscassett Mills Co., ‘Albemarle, N.C. 287,800, ren. 1—4-72. 


wes County Bank, Parkersburg, W. Va. 921,325, cor. Cl. 


™ v 


West Bros. Mfg. Co., Westerville, Ohio. 798,779, canc. Cl. 


Woods, Harvey, Ltd., Woodstock, Ontario, Canada. 926,474, 
pub. 10-19-7i. Ci. 39. 

Wurgaft, R. B., d.b.a. California Citrus Processors, Ana- 
heim; Calif. 556,642, ren. 14-72. Cl. 46. 

Wurlitzer Co., The, Chicago, Ill. 551,615, ren. 1-4-72. Cl. 36. 

Youth rtment of the General Conference of Seventh- 
we sts, The, Washington, D.C. 926,593, pub. 10-19-71. 


Ypsilon-Werk Wienke & Michels KG, Troisdorf, near Cologne, 
Germany. 798,738, canc. Multiple Class (Classes 18 and 44). 


Zadek, Feldstein, Co., Inc., New York, N.Y. 926,481, pub. 
5-25-71. Cl. 46. 


a Ltd., Uster, Switzerland. 926,440-1, pub. 10-19-71. 
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